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Highlights of this Issue 


Shipper Boards Forecast Third-Quarter Increase in Carloadings 


Composite estimate by advisory boards in all 13 
regions is that July-August-September carload- 
ings will exceed those of same 1956 period by 
8.6 per cent. Speaker at Ohio Valley board meet- 


ing says decline of rails’ share of total traf- 
fic reduces value of carloading forecasts, sug- 
gests that such forecasts be expanded to cover 
other transport equipment requirements. 
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C. & N. W. ‘Piggyback’ Service to Draw Traffic From Wide Area 


Grants of fourth-section relief by I.C.C., af- 
fecting arrangements for trailer-on-flat-car 
movements between St. Paul and Chicago, indi- 


cate that some traffic of motor carriers to be 
handled in that service will be drawn from, or 
destined to, points in northern half of US. 


Page 23 


Motor Claim Agents Told to Keep Management Informed on Policy 


‘Good communications’ on claim prevention poli- 
cies ‘from top ‘to bottom’ of trucking organi- 
zations stressed as important at meeting of Na- 


tional Freight Claim Council of A.T.A. ‘Hydro- 
dynamic action’ termed factor in bottled-goods 
damage. J. L. Hopkins is elected chairman. 


Page 32 


Differential in Domestic Rail Rates on Alaska Freight Upheld 


I.C.C. points to competitive factors affecting 
traffic destined to Alaska not in play in con- 


nection with traffic to or from Hawaii, as it 
dismisses complaint filed by federal agency. 
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First Passenger-Deficit Hearing Ends, Another to Begin July 23 


Rail testimony presented in Washington on four 
of 15 issues to be explored by I.C.C. in its in- 
quiry into deficits resulting from operations 


of passenger trains. Further hearings are set 
for July 23 and Sept. 23; dates of additional 
hearings to be announced later. 
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C.A.B. Approves Traffic Agreement of Airline, Motor Carriers 


Flying Tiger Line, 12 trucking companies agree 
on 5 per cent commission to latter for freight 


tendered air cargo carrier by truckers. Slick 
Airways operating under similar arrangements. 
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your Los Angeles Branch can help 
SHORTEN that long supply line... 


Make OVERLAND 
that Branch 


At the hub of major mercantile and industrial activity, Overland Terminal Warehouse 
Company provides centrally located office accommodations, and warehousing for all types 
of general merchandise. 


SERVED BY 


Complete, under-one-roof services include: storage at package UNION 
. = : " - . i) \@iaie 
, as ; ‘ ate e é ‘ se ; e ample 

rates e leasing for consolidated office and warehouse space e am} RAILROAD 
tenant parking e Customs Bonded Warehouse No. 11 e Refrig- 


erated Rooms (41-43) e Completely sprinklered e A.D.T. protected. 


OVERLAND TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CO. 


1807 E. Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles 21, Calif. 


Associated with CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES, Inc. 


CHICAGO 7 KANSAS CITY 1 NEW YORK 17 
433 W. Harrison St. 1104 Union Avenue 51 E. 42nd St. 


OUR INTEGRITY 
Member of American Warehousemen’s Association 
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The South's Most Modern 
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TRAFFIC Wor.p 


YOUR CARGO MOVES FASTER when you ship Northwest because NWA 
cargo expediters make sure there are no unnecessary ground delays. Here 
NWA’s Seattle Cargo Supervisor John Chellin (right) helps Seattle Customs 
Inspector A. K. Neaville clear a shipment from. Tokyo. 
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~iCargo spends less time on the ground 
wien it’s shipped NWA from the Orient 


NWA’s I-airline service means quicker customs 
clearance and faster delivery for you 





There are no time-consuming ground delays when 
you have your cargo shipped to or from the Orient 
via Noxthwest Orient Airlines—shortest, fastest 


way across the Pacific. 


Northwest is the only airline that gives you one 
carrier service across the Pacific and to major 
USS. cities coast-to-coast. That means your cargo 
doesn’t have to be transferred from one airline to 
another when it reaches the U.S., eliminating 
unproductive ground handling. 


So if you’re shipping to or from the Orient... 
or wherever you’re shipping . . . ship the shortest, 
fastest way— Northwest Orient Airlines Air Cargo. 





The only airline that flies across the U.S.A. and across the Pacific 


NORTHWEST 6“ AIRLINES 


ONE PHONE CALL ¢ ONE AIRWAY BILL © ONE RESPONSIBILITY 


DIRECTOR OF FREIGHT SALES 

NORTHWEST ORIENT AIRLINES, INC. 

1885 University Ave., St. Paul 1, Minn. 
We are interested in the use of your freight services 
and request information on shipping to the following: 
{_] Domestic [_] Alaska/Hawaii [| Orient 


Name 








Firm 
Address 
City & State 
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ST.LOUIS 


MEMPHIS pay 


FOR PLANT LOCATIONS . 


BIRMINGHAM (T 


GULF, MOBILE & OHIO’S eight planned industrial locations pro- cas 
vide facilities industry needs for present efficiency and future me 
expansion. These sites are located at New Albany, Mississippi; 
Tupelo, Mississippi; Independence, Missouri; Alton, Illinois; 
Jackson, Tennessee; Jackson, Mississippi; Laurel, Mississippi; MONTSOMERY | 


and Mobile, Alabama. NEW ORLEANS menus 


In addition to these areas various communities through- 
out our territory are holding sites subject to such development. 


Inquiries will receive prompt attention. Contact any 
G M&O traffic office or 


T.T. MARTIN, V.P.,/ndustria/ Relations r 
104 St. Francis Street - Mobile, Alabama if 


GULF, MOBILE & OHIO R / |{: 
the Ditect Rout between the Midwest and Gulf Coasl : 
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EDITORIAL 


Legislative ‘Gift’ to Rail Unions—and Some Strings 


\IL LABOR union agitation for elimination of “free 
R riders’’—individuals who were represented by one or 
ano rer of the brotherhoods and obtained wage increases as 
a roult of union activity but chose not to join the brother- 
hoo | or contribute to its support—bore fruit when, in 1951, 
Co: zress wrote into the railway labor act the union shop 
ame idment, “section 2, Eleventh.” In a sense, this was a gift 


fro: the government to the unions. 


iy the union-shop amendment and by U.S. Supreme 
Cou t interpretations of it, freedom of action by employes 
belo ging to any “organized” craft or class of workers in 
the ailroad industry was abridged. Even in states which have 
so-c.lled “‘right-to-work”’ laws, such employes no longer are 
priv:leged to stay indefinitely in their respective jobs unless 
they pay initiation fees, dues and assessments to the unions 
whi represent them in negotiations with the employers. 
Other industrial workers, covered by the Taft-Hartley labor- 
manigement relations act, are exempt from the compulsory 
union membership provision of that law if they are em- 
ployed in “right-to-work”’ states. 

\bout 13 months ago, the highest court of the land 
ruled, in Railway Employes’ Department, A.F.L., et al., v. 
Hanson et al. (a case appealed from the Supreme Court of 
Nebraska, a ‘‘right-to-work’’ state), that “the requirement for 
financial support of the collective bargaining agency by all 
who receive the benefits of its work is within the power of 
Congress under the Commerce Clause,” and that neither the 
First nor the Fifth Amendment to the federal Constitution 
was violated by that requirement. 

Since the federal Supreme Court did not determine clear- 
ly just what would be the responsibilities of rail employes 
brought by compulsion of federal law into the status of dues- 
paying members of rail labor unions, the Supreme Court of 
Texas (another ‘‘right-to-work”’ state) undertook, in the so- 
called Sandsberry case, to “interpret” the decision of the 
U.S. Supreme Court in the Hanson case. Review of the Texas 
court’s decision was denied by the U.S. Supreme Court 
(T.W., March 30, p. 204). The latter had said in the Hanson 
case that “if the exaction of dues, initiation fees or assess- 
ments is used as a cover for forcing ideological conformity 
1 other action in contravention of the First Amendment, 
this judgment will not prejudice the decision in that case.” 


( Be Texas court majority, in the Sandsberry decision, 
said that ‘the membership requirements of . . . the 
union-shop statute are merely formal and fictional aside from 
the financial obligation’; that the federal Supreme Court 
left open the question as to any objection that may be 
raised” to the use by the unions of the funds they collected 
‘rom rail employes, and that failure to pay a political assess- 
nt to a union would not be a valid ground for discharge 
m employment. 
Coupled with the recent decision of the Supreme Court 
still another “right-to-work” state—the state of Georgia— 
Loper et al. v. Georgia Southern & Florida Railway et al. 
1.W., June 22, p. 33), some observations made in an 
‘icle entitled, ‘New Judicial Concepts: Right to Work— 


Union Membership,” published in the March, 1957, issue of 
the Labor Law Journal, point to a possibility that an ultimate 
result of the union-shop amendment to the rail labor act will 
be curtailment of freedom of action of the rail labor unions 
themselves. 


Written by J. A. McClain, Jr., member of a Florida law 
firm and dean of the Duke University School of Law until 
his resignation last fall to enter private law practice, the 
Labor Law Journal article includes the following: 

“When the Hanson and Sandsberry cases are closely 
studied it is difficult to see how the railroad unions have 
gained any long-range practical advantages under the statute, 
except the money payments required, but with such payments 
go the restrictions indicated in the Hanson case regarding the 
use of such funds for purposes other than those directly 
related to collective bargaining. It seems likely that litigation 
will arise over the use of such monies unless their expend- 
iture is carefully limited to collective bargaining purposes. . . . 


“When the effect of the statute, as judicially interpreted, 
is considered, there arises a real doubt whether the union’s 
freedom of action as well as that of the individual is not 
seriously curtailed. This result serves to remind again that 
government intervention on behalf of any group usually 
carries a price tag in the form of the surrender of certain free- 
doms and the assumption of governmental restrictions. ...” 


R. McCLAIN’S prediction that “litigation will arise” 

over the use by the railroad brotherhoods of funds 
obtained from unwilling contributors as a result of the union- 
shop amendment appears to be substantiated by the Georgia 
court’s decision (one which, we assume, eventually will reach 
the U.S. Supreme Court), in which we find these sentences: 


“Tt is alleged that the union dues and other payments 
they [the rail employes-petitioners for injunctive relief} will 
be required to make to the union will be used to ‘support 
ideological and political doctrines and candidates’ which they 
are unwillirig to support and in which they do not believe, 
and that this will violate the First, Fifth and Ninth Amend- 
ments of the Constitution . . . We do not believe one can 
constitutionally be compelled to contribute money to support 
ideas, politics and candidates which he opposes. We believe 
his right to immunity from such exactions is superior to any 
claim the union can make upon him.” 


Of course no American should have to contribute to sup- 
port of any ideology, political doctrine or candidate repug- 
nant to him. As to protests against the principle of compul- 
sory union membership, Congress and the U.S. Supreme 
Court have spoken, but the judges in Georgia—and all other 
citizens—still have the right, fortunately, to criticize or ex- 
press disapproval of the actions of those bodies. It remains 
now for the petitioners in the Georgia case to give evidence, 
in the trial court, in support of their allegations as to use of 
union funds for political purposes. As suggested by Mr. 
McClain, the outcome may not be pleasing to the brother- 
hoods; but perhaps, in the long run, curtailment of union 
prerogatives in the use of money collected from their mem- 
bers will be wholesome, not only for railroad employes in 
general, but for the unions themselves. 
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That’s right—Union Barge 
Line’s unusual transportation 
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regular, frequent sailings you 
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pany can gain by shipping via 
UBL. Want more details? 
Write for Bulletin 1801N, or call 
EXpress 1-2600, Pittsburgh, 
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VESTIONS AND 


ayes 


Address letters to Traffic World, 815 Washington Bldg., Washington 5, D. C. 
attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscrib« : 


In this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader inter-.', 
specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service department, will 
references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of application of tariff sc! 
and practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man, but +: 


him in his work, nor do we undertake to render legal opinions. 


The right is reserved to re{.; 


answer any question that does not seem to be of general interest or that may appear to us 
to answer or too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. 


Routing and Misrouting— 


Motor Carriers— 
Incomplete Instructions 


Question—North Carolina 


This concerns a shipment from North 
Carolina to Toronto, Canada. The ship- 
per routed it “Carrier A care of carrier 
B at Buffalo.” 

Inasmuch as we do not service Buf- 
falo, N.Y., it was impossible for us to 
perform physical interchange with car- 
rier “B” at that point. However, we do 
have physical interchange with carrier 
“B” at New York City. Consequently, 
we interchanged the shipment with him 
at that point. 

It now develops that the combination 
of rates over New York City produced 
higher charges than over Buffalo. The 
shipper contends that we are at fault for 
not utilizing an intermediate carrier 
with whom we could have protected the 
through rates to Buffalo and this carrier 
could have given the shipment to carrier 
“B” at Buffalo. We do have a route like 
that with another carrier, with inter- 
change at Philadelphia, Pa. 

It seems to us that the shipper could 
not expect us to assume that he wanted 
us to route this via an intermediate car- 
rier to Buffalo, thence via carrier “B” 
from Buffalo. We contend that the ship- 
per should have shown more complete 
routing instructions in a case of this 
kind. 


We would appreciate your opinion. 


Answer 


In its report in Eastern Aircraft v. 
Fred Olson & Son Motor Service Co., 47 
M.C.C. 363, the Commission stated that, 
despite the lack of any provision in part 
II of the interstate commerce act au- 
thorizing a shipper to specify routing, it 
clearly would be unreasonable for a 
motor common carrier, who has accepted 
a shipment routed by a shipper under 
a joint rate, but who is unable to comply 
with the routing specified, not to seek 
further instructions respecting the re- 
routing of the shipment. The Commis- 
sion held that in forwarding the ship- 
ments via a higher rated route than that 
specified in the bills of lading, the initial 
carrier misrouted the shipments, that 
such action was an unreasonable practice 
in violation of the interstate commerce 
act, and that a reasonable practice would 
have been to transport such shipments 
over the routes specified on the bills of 
lading and to apply the lowest joint 
rate applicable thereto. 


In its decision in Fleming & Sons v. 


Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co., 187 F.2d 536, 
the court held that where routine in- 
structions are ambiguous, the carrier is 
obligated to require such instructions to 
be clarified, or to treat such instructions 
as incomplete, because of not designating 
plainly a continuous route. 

By the same reasoning, it would appear 
to be your duty, as initial carrier, to have 
asked for clarification of the quoted 
routing instructions, since it was im- 
possible for you to transport the ship- 
ment to Buffalo and, failing to do so, 
should be held liable for any damage 
caused through negligence. 


Tariff Interpretation— 


Motor Carriers— 
General Heading of Commodity Description 
Qualified by Description Following 


Question—Tennessee 


We refer to your answer to Missouri, 
under the above caption, which appears 
on page 8 of the June 1, 1957, issue of 
TRAFFIC WORLD. 

You express the opinion that item 
67580 of National Motor Freight Classi- 
fication No. 14 will apply only on army 
tractor tank parts. 


We agree with your statement. that 
“. . the items listed after ‘Parts, N.O1’ 
modify the term Parts, N.O.I., and limit 
the term to only those articles named 
therewith.” Therefore, it appears that 
items 67590 through 67610 will apply on 
“Machinery Parts, N.O.I.,” depending on 
the type of metal of which the parts 
are made for application of individual 
items, because the last part of item 
67580 reads “. . . machine or machinery. 


“will you please reconsider the above 
question. 


Answer 


In order to prevent any further mis- 
understanding in our reply to Missour, 
we would like to delete the next to the 
last paragraph of our original answer, 
beginning “It is our opinion that item 
67580 is .. .” and ending “to only those 
articles named therewith,” and substi- 
tute the following: 


Item 67580 of National Motor Freight 
Classification No. 14 reads: 

“Parts, N.OJI., army tractor tank, 
traction engine, internal combustion en- 
gine or tractor, or machine or machinery 
other than cabinets or cabinet parts.” 

The proper interpretation is that this 
descriptive item applies to army tractor 
tank parts, N.OI.; to traction engine 
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parts, N.O.I.; to internal combustion en- 
gine or tractor parts, N.O.I.; or machine 
or machinery parts, N.O.I., other than 
cabinets or cabinet parts. The ratings 
on these different parts are to be found 
in items 67590 through 67640, depending 
upon the material from which they are 
manufactured. 

The rating on machine parts or ma- 
chinery parts is determined under item 
67580 and its companion item listed im- 
mediately beneath and _ subordinate 
thereto. 

Item 67570 applies to a complete ma- 
chine, not otherwise indexed more spe- 
cifically in the classification. 


Tariff Interpretation— 


Motor Carriers— 
Minimum Charge on Capacity Loads 


Question—New York 


We would appreciate your reviewing 
the following and advising what, in 
your opinion, would be the _ correct 
charges to be assessed. 

The shipment was made on September 
29, 1956, from Jamestown, N.Y., to Hick- 
man Mills, Mo., routed via carrier “X” 
to Buffalo, N.Y.—carrier “Y” to Hickman 
Mills. The shipment, which, substan- 
tially filled the trailer, was loaded into 
trailer of carrier “Y” by our own per- 
sonnel at Jamestown, N.Y. The trailer 
was not sealed by us and the bill of 
lading did not indicate whether it was 
a truckload or less-truckload shipment. 

Our shipping room foreman states that 
he vaguely remembers the load, and be- 
lieves that some small miscellaneous 


shipments could have been loaded on to 
the tail of the trailer, should they have 
been available. 


We received a bill from carrier “X” in 
the amount of $433.54, plus 3 per cent 
transportation tax of $13.01, for a total 
charge of $446.55. The shipment con- 
sisted of the following: 


Item 1—68 Loose Steel Bar Sash—not 
glazed, with or without 
window frames combined 
with or without parts or 
fittings 
Steel Bar 
Fittings 
Loose Steel Bar Sash Parts 
or Fittings 
Loose Steel Door or Win- 
dow Frame  N.O.1.B.N.— 


Sash Parts or 


119 
160 


Set Up ‘ 
Loose Stee! Door or Win- 
ow Frame Fittings 

Loose Parts Building Con- 
struction Steel Glass Wool 
combined 

Box Steel Door or Window 
Frame Parts . rae 4 


6,185 


Total weight of shipment 18,243 


When the freight bill was received, we 
protested the amount of the freight 
charges and stated that the shipment 
should be billed as follows: 


Item 1— 5,094 Ibs. 
Item 2— 199 Ibs. 
Item 3— 6,482 Ibs. 
Item 6— 6,185 Ibs. 
Item 7— 4 Ibs. 


17,964 Ibs. 


119 Ibs. 
160 Ibs. 


18,243 Ibs. 
1,757 Ibs. 28.99 


20,000 Ibs. $333.27 
Arbitrary Charge .50 -50 


$333.77 


$1.65 
1.65 
1.65 
1.65 
1.65 


$296.24 
Item 4— 2.88 
Item 5— 2.88 8.04 


1.65 


To make minimum 
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Our authority for making the above 
correction on the freight bill subm:tteg 
by carrier “X” was section 5, Rule 13 of 
National Motor Freight Classific:.tion 
No. A-3, which authorizes maxiinyum 
charges. According to section 2, para- 
graph A, item 130 of Middlewest lV otor 
Freight Bureau tariff No. 26, MF-! oc, 
No. 267, the minimum truckload c! arge 
is not applicable. This is an L.T.L. : hip- 
ment, not subject to volume or truc):ioad 
rates. 

Carrier “X’’, upon receipt of the 
correction issued a revised billing, « 
following basis: 
Item 1— 
litem 2— 

Item 3— 
Item 4— 
Item 5— 
Item 6— 
Item 7— 


ove 
the 


5,094 $1.65 


199 1.65 
6,482 - 1.65 $194 
199 - 2.88 
160 2.88 g 
6,185 1.65 
4 1.65 103 


$304.45 

9.13 Tax 
$313 58 

Since the revised billing, as issued by 
carrier “X’’, was less than what we had 
requested, we paid the amount of $313.58, 
and considered the matter settled 

We have since received a letter from 
the traffic manager of carrier “X’, ad- 
vising that the settlement meniioned 
above is not correct and that the rates 
should be charged as originally proposed, 
namely, on the truckload rate. His letter 
reads as follows: 


“Since that time, we have found that 
the information we originally gave you 
was incorrect, inasmuch as this was a 
truckload shipment and filled the truck 
so that, as a result, it had to be charged 
for at the truckload minimum ‘charge in 


Cheaper as L.T.L.— 


Fast Train 


To Serve All Western Canada 


This new service is in addition to present trains to 


Winnipeg and Western Canada, 


now leaving 


Chicago daily at: 


MIDNIGHT 


8 A.M. AND NOON 


The New Train takes afternoon deliveries from 
connections and leaves Chicago daily at. 


6:50 P.M.—(C.S.T.) 


It moves through Soo Line Land to the Canadian 
Border, reaching Noyes, Minnesota, 850 miles, in 
35 hours, on the way to Winnipeg; and Portal, 
North Dakota, 1,010 miles, in 42 hours, for Western 
Canada and the Pacific Coast. 


SAVES 24 HOURS ON AFTERNOON 


DELIVERIES AT CHICAGO 


A New Time-Saver through Soo Line Land 


SOO LINE RAILROAD 
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Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau tariff 
No. 26. This resulted in a minimum 
weight of 20,000 pounds, with a minimum 
charge of $433.54, plus $13.01 tax.” 

Will you please review this matter 
and advise whether the truckload or 
les -truckload rate applies to this ship- 
ment? 









Arswer 


\’e must first determine what consti- 
tutes a truckload shipment and a less- 
truckload shipment. This question is 
an wered in Merchandise, Southwest 
Fr: ight Lines, Inc., 51 M.C.C. 112, where- 
in ine Commission states that “... When 
the quantity of a shipment substantially 
fill the carrying capacity of a vehicle 
orc narily used in intercity transporta- 
tio it is generally considered a truck- 
loa:', and when the quantity is substan- 
tia y below the carrying capacity of a 
vel cle it is considered a less-than-truck- 
loa!. . . .” Therefore, in view of the 
fac that your shipment substantially 
fill d the trailer it is our opinion that 
the carriers were justified in handling 
it s a truckload, even though you did 
not indicate on the bill of lading how 
it \ as to be handled, and the truckload 
mi! imum charge provisions of item 130 
of ‘ariff No. 26 are applicable. 


V.ith respect to a truck bearing a 
cap .city load of freight, consisting of all 
or part of a shipment, even though of 
light weight, see the report of the Com- 
mission in Hannan Supply Co., Inc. v. 
Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., MC-C-1906 
(mimeographed), decided August 31, 1956, 
wherein the Commission held that a 
shipment weighing 2,772 pounds and oc- 
cupying the full capacity of the vehicle 














































a 
was properly subject to the truckload 
minimum charge. 

In our opinion, your shipment con- 
stituted a truckload, under the ruling 
of the Merchandise case, and was sub- 
ject to the truckload charge under the 
ruling of the Hannan case, even though 
there might have been a small amount 
of space unused on the tail of the trailer. 


Damages— 


Liability of Carrier— 

Where Declared Value Shown in 
Bill of Lading But Not Subject to 
Declared or Released Value 


Question—Pennsylvania 


We would appreciate your advising 
us the extent of a carrier’s liability for 
a shipment covered by a bill of lading, 
carrying a declared value of the mer- 
chandise, where the rate is not depend- 
ent upon a released valuation. Can the 
shipper or consignee file for an amount 
greater than that shown in the bill of 
lading in the event of loss of the entire 
shipment, supporting his claim with.a 
certified copy of the original invoice 
of this larger amount? 


Answer 


It is our opinion that, as there is no 
consideration in the form of a reduced 
rate, which is the basis for a declared 
or released valuation, the showing of 
a declared value in the bill of lading has 
no effect on the carrier’s liability; that 
the liability of the carrier is as though 
the declared value was not in the bill of 
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lading; that recovery may be had on the 
basis of the actual value of the goods 
shipped, in accordance with the principle 
of the decision in New York Central 


R.R. Co. v. Goldberg,- 250 US. 85, 
39 S. Ct. 402. 
While, in the Goldberg case, the 


matter of valuation fixed by tariff provi- 
sion was not involved, the principle of 
the decision applies to the facts in your 
case, in our opinion, in that it is held in 
the decision that where there has been 
a non-fraudulent misrepresentation of 
the nature of the goods, the character 
of the goods actually shipped deter- 
mines the applicable freight charges and 
the liability of the carrier, in the event 
of loss or injury to the goods. 


Loss and Damage— 


Apparent Good Order Notation 
On Bill of Lading 


Question—New York 


Since the straight bill of lading short 
form carries the printed statement that 
the property receipted for by the carrier 
is “in apparent good order,” the ques- 
tion arises in our mind as to whether 
the bill of lading assertion is sufficient 
to place burden of proof on the carrier, 
or if an additional statement stamped 
or written in the bill of lading is also 
necessary to establish prima facie evi- 
dence concerning burden of proof. 


Answer 


Generally, acknowledgment by a car- 
rier in a bill of lading that goods were 
received by him in apparent good order 
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Here is a practical and economical, college level home- 


study course in transportation and traffic management, de- 
signed to give maximum training in minimum time—at the 
least expense. The course is equally suited for beginners 
wishing both basic background and advanced training; for 
traffic students with basic background but wishing advanced 
training; and for those already employed in the field wish- 
ing to review all or a portion of the principles. 


THe course is based on the authoritative four-volume “Trars- 
portation and Trafic Management”, by William J. Knorst, 
Dean, College of Advanced Traffic, and includes 32 Practical 
Problem Projects worked from a set of four Tariff Work- 
books. The eight written examinations, 91 sets of theory 
questions and 32 practical problem projects are analyzed, 
corrected, graded and commented on by a faculty of com- 
petent, experienced traffic men. 


Your inquiry will bring full details by return mail. 


College of Advanced Traffic 


22 West Madison Street ¢ Chicago 2, Illinois 


Mr. A. E. Berendt, Registrar 
College of Advanced Traffic 
22 West Madison Street 
Chicago 2, Illinois 


Dear Mr. Berendt: 


Please send me complete information about [] The streamlined Home-Study Course 
in Transportation and Traffic Management [] The regular, full-length Home-Study 
Course (G.I. Approved). | understand that this request places me under no 
obligation whatsoever, and that no salesmen will call. 


Name 

Address 

Ee ee 

(0 Check here if you would like details of evening classes at the College’s convenient 


location in downtown Chicago. 
CTW-6-130 
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makes out a prima facie case that goods, 
when they were received by the car rier, 
were undamaged. Ideal Plumbin:z & 
Heating Co. v. New York, N. H. & EH. R, 
Co., 124 A. 2d 908. However, such eyj- 
dence is subject to rebuttal, the same as 
any other evidence. Fidelis Fisheriss y 
Thorden, 142 F.Supp. 798; McNeely & 
Price Co. v. The Exchequer, 100 F.Supp, 
343; Wagman & Co. v. United & _ 
Lines Co., 104 F.Supp. 189; Karabay 
The Shickshinny, 123 F.Supp. 99. 

The words “apparent good orde:” or 
words of like import, refer only to the 
external appearance of the packag« and 
do not bind the carriers to the con: tion 
of the contents, because he has n° op- 
portunity to open the packages and 
examine the contents. Michellod vy. Ore- 
— R. & Nav. Co., 168 P, 

0. 


In order to succeed in the prosecution 
of a claim for concealed damage the 
claimant must prove that his goods were 
in good condition when received iy the 
carrier (Fidelis Fisheries v. Thorden, 142 
F.Supp. 798; Schroeder Bros. v. The 
Saturnia, 123 F.Supp. 282) and thai the 
damage occurred while the goods were in 
transit. Ideal Plumbing & Heating ©o, y, 
New York, N. H. & H. R. Co., 124 A, 24 
908; Wells Laundry & Linen Supply Co. 
v. Acme Fast Freight, Inc., 85 A. 2d 907, 


It does not appear that any notation 
on the bill of lading will conclusively 
bind the carrier in those cases where 
he has no opportunity to examine the 
contents of the packages. 


Transit— 


Motor Carriers— 
Storage-in-Transit 


Question—Indiana 


There have been many storage-in- 
transit privileges established on different 
commodities, moving via carloads, 
throughout the United States. The 
records of weight, and so forth, are 
usually maintained at the transit point 
and policed by an authorized weighing 
and inspection bureau. 

Do you know of any storage-in-transit 
privileges established on commodities 
moving via common motor carriers? If 
so, what type agency does the policing 
and what commodities are involved? 


Answer 


In September, 1954, the Bureau of In- 
quiry and Compliance of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission issued a prelim- 
inary survey with respect to the practices 
of common carriers by motor vehicles 
in connection with transit arrangements, 
other than stopping-in-transit to par- 
tially load or unload, as authorized by 
tariff provisions. This survey was based 
on inquiries made at Atlanta, Ga., 
Charlotte, N.C., Fort Worth, Tex., Kansas 
City and St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill. 

At that time, there were 36 oilfield 
haulers operating in the southwest who 
had on file, with the bureau of traffic, 
individual terminal and transit tariffs 
covering unloading, loading, storing, oF 
reconditioning of iron or steel pipe. There 
were two other individual carriers wh¢ 
had storage-in-transit arrangements on 
the roasting of coffee and the finishing 
of cotton fabric at various points 
Texas. 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate 


Conference had only two tariffs of this 
nature, one providing for the storaze-in- 
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transit of unfinished fabric at Charlotte, 
N.C., and the other providing for storage- 
in-transit of frozen citrus juice concen- 
trates and juices. 

Only one carrier in the Kansas City 
district published tariff provisions cover- 
ine the storage and/or repacking of 
frozen eggs. 

‘he principal agency transit tariff ap- 
plicable at Chicago provided for the stor- 
ag‘. repacking and/or rehandling of 
dairy products. 

11 Michigan, the only transit tariff 
ac! vely in use was one by the Central 
Stetes Motor Freight Bureau, which pro- 
vided for the freezing and storage of 
foo istuffs. 

"his survey brought out that the car- 
ries do not provide any policing ar- 
rar zements “worthy of the name.” 


FROM OUR READERS 


YW / 
I, 


I.C.C. and Highway Safety 


Elkhart, Ind. 


I have read several times your June 
1 editorial, “Congress and Lip Service 
to Highway Safety.” I do not agree that 
registration of private or exempt car- 
riers would promote highway safety. 
Congress was right in giving S. 1490 the 
“out the window treatment.” 

I have been with groups of police 
and I.C.C. safety men who _  con- 
ducted “roundups,” stopping all trucks 
for checking of safety and other viola- 
tions. Even when violations of safety 
regulations were found (usually driver 
failure to have a physical examination 
certificate with him), drivers showed a 
knowledge of I.C.C. safety regulations, 
carried daily logs, etc. 

This still does not give complete cov- 
erage to the I.C.C. safety man, for in- 
trastate trucks are not subject to I.C.C. 
safety requirements. Like the Ancient 
Mariner, he stoppeth one of three. 


I believe far better results in highway 
safety could be obtained by transferring 
all highway safety regulations now per- 
formed by the I.C.C. to some other gov- 
ernment branch, such as the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, giving them author- 
ity (with a close tie-in with state and 
local police) over all highway vehicles, 
including private passenger cars, intra- 
State trucks, private and exempt car- 
riage, for-hire carriage and farm ve- 
hicles. Such regulation could make a 
real showing in improved highway 
safety. 

Present I.C.C. safety regulation has 
limited success. It could well be that 
the I.C.C.’s safety work injures the I.C.C. 
more than it helps safety. The Com- 
mission hires good safety men to do 
safety work. Then these safety special- 
ists are promoted into the field of 
I.C.C.’s economic regulation, for which 
most have had no training. Thus, the 
most important work of the Commission 
is weakened by a “sideline.” 


Congress would do well to repeal sec- 
tion 204 of the act and make safety 
regulation equal for all, binding for all, 
under another department. Safety is 
too important to be a sideline of 
economic regulators—E. E. McLane, 
Rural Route 3. 


safe and 
secure 


Have Allied ‘“Kleen-Pack” your china, glassware and other 
fragile objects. ““Kleen-Pack” is Allied’s registered trademark 
for the newest, safest method used in packing today. 


CALL YOUR ALLIED MOVER 
...hes the No.| Specialist 


Ask him for your copy of “Before You Move”—see your classi- 
fied directory, or write Allied Van Lines, Inc., Broadview, III. 
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Skyline of Chicago — mighty northern hub of the thriving Mississippi Valley 


Covering Chicago takes “know-how” 


and Gordons does it well 


It takes a lot of know-how and equipment to cover 
the 14,000 manufacturing concerns in Chicago’s 
metropolitan’ area. Heavy traffic and the long 
distances involved demand the highest efficiency 
— a responsibility that Gordons meets daily with 
a large pick-up and delivery fleet, radio-controlled 
operations, and one of the newest, largest, and most 
modern terminals in the nation. Big as the city is, 
you'll find that Gordons knows Chicago, just as we 
know the whole Mississippi Valley — an area we 
serve with second morning delivery from the Great 


Lakes to the Gulf. 


Gowler knows the Valley 


and the Valley knows us 
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Ti ggle Says Maximum Rail 
S« fety Is for Management, 


Not Regulation, to Achieve 


ommissioner Tuggle told the 
thanical division of the Associa- 
1 of American Railroads, meet- 

June 27 in the Sherman hotel, 
cago, that federal regulation 
ld not take the place of manage- 
‘nt in producing maximum safety 
transportation activities, nor in 
‘ting competition. 


Speaking on “The Increasing Use of 

search in Developing Railroad Tech- 

igues,” Commissioner Tuggle, after re- 

‘ing some improvements in railroad 

erations which had resulted from re- 

ch, and the need for greater dissemi- 

on of information obtained from re- 

ch projects, said that “the industry 

its researchers should also give 

greater attention to the daily changes 
in the character of our economy.” 

As an example, he cited “the increased 
need for a broad range of tank car serv- 
ice on a wide assortment of liquid com- 
modities.” At the same time, he said, 
the industry must “keep an alert eye on 
the activities of its competitors.” He 
added: 


“Changing federal regulation is not 
the real answer to this problem of meet- 
ing competition, as some leaders in your 
industry would have the public believe, 
rather the real and permanent answer 
lies right here in your own field of 
research and development. The trucking 
industry in particular is placing ever- 
increasing emphasis on the quality of 
its service and this is in direct response 
to shipper demand. While I am sure that 
this factor is presently near the forefront 
of your thinking, you may well consider 
giving it even further weight.” 

Concerning the problem of retaining 
the services of competent engineers, Com- 
missioner Tuggle said that probably 
nothing would do more for railroad re- 
search and for the railroad industry than 
the maintenance of favorable manage- 
ment-employe relations “and the good 
will and efficiency thus generated.” Often 
those intangibles went far toward off- 
setting the competition of higher salaries, 
he said. 

Safety From Research 


rurning to the matter of safety, Com- 
ussioner Tuggle quoted a _ railroad 
esident as recently advising his son 
iat “the safety of transportation is the 
ailroads’ first responsibility to passengers 
1d to the owners of goods entrusted to 
1eir care.” 

He said that the researchers and 
echanical engineers who made up his 


audience were in a position to contribute 
more than any other group to increased 
railroad safety by narrowing the area 
for human error through mechanical 
research and development. Commissioner 
Tuggle added: 


“And I must tell you in this connection, 
as I did the safety council of American 
Associations a few weeks ago, that federal 
regulation can never play more than a 
subordinate role in the accomplishment 
of maximum safety in our transportation 
operations. The best place, in fact the 
only place, for real and lasting accom- 
plishments in carrier safety, is inesca- 
pably in your hands, the hands of carrier 
mechanical research and development, 
and its accompanying management. All 
the regulation in the world will never 
be as effective in this field as proper 
carrier management and the ever-in- 
creasing research and development that 
necessarily go with good management.” 


Cabinet Committee to Study 
Effect of Crude Oil Imports 


President Eisenhower on June 27 cre- 
ated a six-man Cabinet committee to 
investigate crude oil imports to deter- 
mine whether or not they are threaten- 
ing the national security. 

The committee, headed by the Secre- 
tary of Commerce, includes the Secre- 


taries of State, Defense, the Treasury, 
Interior and Labor. 


Appointment of the committee fol- 
lowed representations to the Office of 
Defense Mobilization that the ratio be- 
tween crude oil imports and domestic 
production, recommended in 1954 by a 
special advisory committee to the Presi- 
dent, had been exceeded. 


The National Coal Association was 
among those requesting that new study 
be given the matter of crude oil imports 
because of their impact on coal market- 
ing and on the revenues of the coal- 
carrying railroads. 


(See earlier story on page 43) 


Habermeyer Renamed to R.R.B. 


The Senate on June 27 confirmed the 
nomination of Howard W. Habermeyer, 
of Aurora, Il., for reappointment as the 
public member of the Railroad Retire- 
ment Board and its chairman for a term 
of five years from August 29, 1957. 

Mr. Habermeyer, who began his career 
with the R.R.B. as an office boy 20 years 
ago, was appointed public member and 
chairman on November 27, 1956, to serve 
the remainder of the term of Raymond 
J. Kelly, resigned, expiring August 28 of 
this year. Mr. Kelly resigned to accept 
an Alaskan judgeship (T.W., June 8, p. 
88, and Dec. 1, 1956, p. 34). 
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TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWS TOO LATE TO CLASSIFY IN THIS ISSUE 


Truck Service for Moving 
Radio-Active Materials 
Described at 1.C.C. Hearing 


A motor-carrier service involving 
specially designed 25,000-pound con- 
tainers for transporting radio-active 
materials was described at a hear- 
ing held by a Commission examiner 
in Washington, D.C., on June 27. 


C. Rex Jeans, president of the Tri- 
State Warehousing & Distributing Co., 
a motor common carrier, of Joplin, Mo., 
testified that he did not know of any 
other carrier with large facilities for 
transportation of these materials such 
as his company was developing. He was 
the first witness in a hearing conducted 
by Examiner C. Evans Brooks in MC- 


109397, Sub. 18, Tri-State Warehousing 
& Distributing Co. 


Permanent Rights Asked 


The company has asked the Commis- 
sion for permanent authority to trans- 
port, over irregular routes, radio-active 
materials in carrier-owned trucks, trail- 
ers or containers designed, constructed 
and equipped specially for such mate- 
rials. The operation would be between 
the plants and installations owned or 
operated by or for the US. Atomic 
Energy Commission, situated at or near 
Aiken, S.C.; Albuquerque and Los Ala- 
mos, N.M.; Amarillo, Tex.; Ames and 
Burlington, Ia.; Arco, Ida.; Buffalo, Ni- 
agara Falls, Schenectady and Upton, 
Long Island, N.Y.; Boulder, Denver and 
Grand Junction, Colo., and Canoga Park, 
Livermore, Los Angeles, Palo Alto, Santa 
Susana, Stockton and Van Nuys, Calif. 


The carrier said it also desired to 
serve Dana, Ind.; Hanford, Wash.; 
Hartford and Windsor, Conn.; Home- 
stead, Pittsburgh and Shippingport, Pa.; 
Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo.; Las Ve- 
gas, Nev.; Lemont, Ill.; Lockland, Mi- 
amisburg, Portsmouth and Ross, O.; 
Middlesex and New Brunswick, N.J.; 
Oak Ridge, Tenn.; Paducah, Ky.; Salt 
Lake City, Utah, and Washington, D.C. 

According to its application, the car- 
rier desired to serve radio-active ma- 
terial waste disposal areas, on the one 
hand, and points in the United States, 
on the other. 


Has Temporary Authority 
Mr. Jeans said his company now held 
temporary authority in MC-109397, Sub. 
17 TA, valid until July 19. 


The company at present owned a 25,- 
000 cask or container of heavy protective 
construction designed for use in specially 
constructed trailers or other vehicles, 
but had not conducted operations as the 
project was in an investigational stage 
involving elaborate safety and employe 
health precautions and training, in addi- 





t am a Teletype B Cr . «a key figure in this 


“time-is-money” business. While you good people are asleep, we keep 
our I-D* machines going yakitty-yak — oops, | mean clickety-clack — 
relaying waybills and shipper’s orders by ticker tape 
to all destination terminals. Two-way communication expedites 
everything, from the freight you ship to the facts you want. 


Our Integrated Delivery System — based on Speedy-Ticker-Tape — is the modern 
communication miracle that flashes full advance information about all freight 
en route. Enables our destination terminals to pre-plan 
dock operations for rapid local delivery. Ask us about it. 
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tion to the acquisition and use of spe- 
cialized technical knowledge needed in 
handling this type of commodity, Mr. 
Jeans said. 

e added that he had visited and 
cor sulted with officials and personnel of 
mest of the atomic energy projects and 
oth or government and industrial installa- 
tio..s handling radio-active material, in 
con piling information for use of the 
cor pany. 
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Insurance Coverage 


I) addition to its rolling stock, he said, 
the company had a 26-acre installation 
inc! iding an explosives cargo parking 
lot «nd shop facility. He said that Tri- 
Sta e, specializing in explosives transpor- 
tati.n, had taken out in excess of $10 
mil on additional insurance written by 
a pol of companies organized for this 
nev type of underwriting. 


A present, he said, the company was 
arr;nging to handle radiated fuel 
eler ents and liquid commodities might 
be .andled later. 

Ih response to a question by counsel, 
Mr. Jeans said that his company at 
present was not making any interchange 
terline arrangements hecause of the 
resp »nsibility against hazard involved. 


Sc me shipments, he said, would weigh 
fron. 1 to 80 pounds and more and would 
be tauled in containers weighing as 
muc ‘1 as 30,000 pounds, with an estimated 
time in transit of 500 miles in 24 hours 
in mountainous terrain and 750 miles a 
day in the plains areas. 

























Safety Program 


A statement introduced in the record 
set iorth that it was Tri-State’s policy 
to operate in such a manner that ex- 
posure of its employes and of the public 
to the radiations and radioactive ma- 
terials associated with its handling and 
shipment of radioactive and fissionable 
materials was maintained at the lowest 
oracticable levels, and at such levels that 
no one need fear for his health and 
safety. 

“Specifically, the exposure levels will 
2% maintained below the maximum levels 
set by any applicable federal, state and 
municipal authorities,” the statement 
said. It was prepared and signed by G. 
Hoyt Whipple, health physics consultant 
io the company. 

Ernie Adamson, counsel for the Heavy 
and Specialized Carriers Section of the 
Local Cartage National Conference, and 
the W. J. Dillner Transfer Co., of Pitts- 
wurgh, Pa., told reporters he was filing 
rotests with the I.C.C., setting forth 
that granting of the Tri-State applica- 
tion would infringe on the operating 


tights of the section’s members and the 
Dillner firm. ’ 




























Carloadings Totaled 746,764 
in Week Ended June 22 


Loading of revenue freight the week 
inded June 22 totaled 746,764 cars, the 
‘ssociation of American Railroads has 
innounced. This was a decrease of 52,- 
28 cars, or 6.6 per cent, below the corre- 
ponding week in 1956, it said, and a 
lecrease of 47,663 cars, or 6 per cent, 
low the corresponding week in 1955. 
Loadings in the week ended June 22 
vere 639 cars, or one-tenth of one per 
‘ent, above the preceding week. 

Coal loading amounted to 144,430 cars, 
in increase of 1,265 cars above the corre- 
ponding week a year ago, and an in- 
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pr 
crease of 808 cars above the preceding 
week this year, the A.A.R. said, adding: 


Miscellaneous freight loading totaled 354,- 
046 cars, a decrease of 27,652 cars below the 
corresponding week last year, and a decrease 
of 45 cars below the preceding week. 

Loading of merchandise less than carload 
freight totaled 53,513 cars, a decrease of 
5,447 cars below the corresponding week in 
1956, and a decrease of 158 cars below a week 
ago. 

Grain and grain products loadings totaled 
48,347 cars, a decrease of 13,350 cars below 
the corresponding week in 1956, but an in- 
crease of 450 cars above the preceding week 
this year. In the Western Districts, grain 
and grain products loadings for the week of 
June 22 totaled 32,275 cars, a decrease of 
11,350 cars below the corresponding 1956 
week, but an increase of 964 cars above the 
preceding week. 

Livestock loading amounted to 4,490 cars, 
a decrease of 1,565 cars below the corre- 
sponding week in 1956, and a decrease of 454 
cars below the preceding week this year. In 
the Western Districts, loading of livestock 
for the week of June 22 totaled 3,086 cars, 
a decrease of 1,193 cars below the corre- 
ponding week a year ago, and a decrease 
of 251 cars below the preceding week. 

Forest products loadings totaled 42,505 
cars, a decrease of 5,596 cars below a year 
ago, but an increase of 386 cars above a 
week ago. 

Ore loading amounted to 88,628 cars, an 
increase of 902 cars above last year, but a 
decrease of 396 cars below last week. 

Coke loading amounted to 10,805 cars, a 
decrease of 1,385, cars below a year ago, but 
an increase of 48 cars above a week ago. 

All districts reported decreases compared 
with the corresponding week in 1956, ex- 
cept the Pocahontas. All reported decreases 
compared with the corresponding week in 
1955, except the Pocahontas and Southern. 


Cumulative Loadings 


1957 1956 1955 

Four weeks of Jan. 2,565,299 2,712,773 2,504,652 
Four weeks of Feb. 2,615,825 2,750,654 2,555,887 
Five weeks of Mar. 3,446,351 3,516,776 3,256,171 
Four weeks of Apr. 2,695,795 2,970,845 2,756,853 
Four weeks of May 2,887,740 3,115,415 3,045,017 
Week of June 1... 671,785 719,209 709,351 
Week of June 8 ... 733,477 787,075 781,938 
Week of June 15. 746,125 801,428 779,957 
Week of June 22 .. 746,764 799,592 794,427 

Total 17,109,161 18,173,767 17,184,253 
Reasonableness of Through 


Rate Exceeding Aggregate 


Of Local Rates Determined 


A showing that an _ assailed 
through rate is lower than the 
level of rates on the same com- 
modity prescribed by the Commis- 
sion is sufficient evidence to rebut 
for the past but not for the future 
the presumption of unreasonable- 
ness attached to a through rate ex- 
ceeding the aggregate of intermedi- 
ate rates, the Commission, division 
3, has ruled. 


In a report and order in No. 32006, 
Keokuk Electro-Metals Co. v. Chicago 
& North Western Railway Co. et al., the 
Commission found the rate assailed was 
not shown to have been unjust or un- 
reasonable in the past, but would be 
unjust and unreasonable for the future 
to the extent that it might exceed the 
aggregate of intermediate rates con- 
temporaneously in effect. 

The complainant alleged that the rate 
charged on carloads of scrap iron and 
steel borings or turnings, from Beloit, 
Madison, Milwaukee and Racine, Wis., to 
Keokuk, Ia., moved on and between May 
4, 1953, and May 21, 1954, was unjust 
and unreasonable and in violation of 
the long-and-short haul provision of 
section 4 of the interstate commerce act, 
the Commission said. 


During the period of the complaint, it 
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said, the complainant caused to be 
shipped to itself at Keokuk, 30 carloads 
of these borings and turnings from the 
considered origins, on which it paid 
freight charges to the defendants at a 
rate of $5.42 a gross ton, not including 
Ex Parte No. 175 or later, increases, 
minimum 56,000 pounds. 


Rates From More Distant Points 


The Commission said that the com- 
plainant contended that the _ rate 
charged was unjust and unreasonable 
to the extent that it exceeded the rates 
on like traffic from more distant points. 
For example, it said, a rate of $4.70 was 
maintained to Keokuk from Mendota 
and Darwin, Wis., points more distant 
than Madison, and $4.93 from Slinger 
and North Lake, Wis., points more dis- 
tant than Milwaukee. The Commission 
added that Madison and Milwaukee were 
on direct routes from these points ta 
Keokuk. 

“It is urged also by the complainant,” 
the Commission said, “that there is no 
justification for charging a higher rate 
on scrap iron, the basic raw material, 
than on pig iron, the finished product. 
Thus, the rate on pig iron from Keokuk 
to Milwaukee is shown as $4.52 as com- 
pared with the assailed rate of $5.42 on 
scrap iron in the reverse direction. The 
relatively low rates on pig iron thus 
instanced apparently are influenced by 
the fact that the rates on pig iron in 
Illinois territory generally are widely 
blanketed due to various competitive 
elements. See Pig Iron in Central Ter- 
ritory, 126 I.C.C. 111, 115. 

“The complainant contends that by use 
of the aggregate of intermediate rates 
from Racine through Chicago to Keokuk, 
for example, a charge lower than under 
the assailed rate results, and thus is in 
violation of section 4 of the interstate 
commerce act. The defendants admit 
that on and after January 10, 1955, the 
assailed rate from and to these points 
exceeded the aggregate of intermediates 
rates composed of $1.89, minimum 90,000 
pounds, to Chicago, plus $3.33, minimum 
78,400 pounds, beyond. They take the 
position, however, that section 4(1) of the 
act refers to charges and not rates, and 
also that no evidence has been submitted 
of any movement made on or after 
January 10, 1955. 


Section 4 Prohibition 


“The prohibition in section 4, so far 
as here pertinent, is against charging 
any greater compensation as a through 
rate than the aggregate of the inter- 
mediate rates subject to the act. Thus, 
because of different minimum weights 
here, whether or not a violation of that 
provision of the law resulted depends 
upon the actual weight of the respective 
shipment. 


“Apparently such shipments were re- 
ceived by the complainant from these 
origins during the reparation period, 
and in such instances where the through 
charges at the rate assailed exceeded or 
may exceed the aggregate charges which 
would accrue on like shipments at the 
intermediate rates, they were and are 
prima facie unjust and unreasonable to 
the extent of their excess over the 
charges at the combination of inter- 
mediate rates. Such a prima facie show- 
ing, however, is rebuttable. 

“In more than 40 proceedings the 
Commission has prescribed rates on 
scrap iron and steel between points in 
Official Territory, including Illinois 
Territory, based on 70 per cent of the 
Appendix F scale of rates on iron and 
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steel articles as prescribed in Iron and 
Steel Articles, 155 I.CC. 517, plus sub- 
sequently-authorized general increases. 
On that basis the assailed rate would be 
$6.95 from Beloit, $7.24 from Madison, 
$7.98 from Milwaukee, and $7.71 from 
Racine. Thus, the assailed rate is lower 
from all origins than it would be on that 
basis. We regard this evidence as suffi- 
cient to rebut the presumption of unrea- 
sonableness as to past shipments, but 
not for the future. 


“We find that the rate assailed is not 
shown to have been unjust or unreason- 
able in the past, but will be unjust and 
unreasonable for the future to the extent 
that it may exceed the aggregate of in- 
termediate rates contemporaneously in 
effect. An appropriate order for the 
future will be entered.” 

The order required the defendants to 
publish the rates prescribed on or before 
September 27 on not less than 30 days’ 
notice. 

Dissenting, Commissioner Minor said 
that he would find the rates unreasonable 
for the past and future to the extent that 
they exceeded the rates on pig iron be- 
tween the Milwaukee group and the 
Keokuk group. 


Congress Gives Commission 
$16,750,000 for Fiscal ‘58 


Senate and House conferees recom- 
mended on June 27 that the Commission 
receive an appropriation of $16,750,000 for 
the fiscal year 1958. On the same day both 
houses passed the bill carrying I.C.C. 
funds and sent it to the White House. 

The House-passed version of H. R. 6070, 
the independent offices appropriation bill, 
provided $16,500,000, and the Senate- 
passed version would have given the 
Commission $17 million. The budget re- 
quest was for $17,500,000. 

In dealing with the details of the bill, 
the conferees endorsed a Senate proposal 
that the Commission receive $225,000 it 
had asked for its defense mobilization 
functions. The use of money for that 
activity was denied by the House when 
it passed the bill. 

The conferees’ version of H. R. 6070 
would include these provisions concern- 
ing items which differed in the Senate 
and House versions of the bill: 


$1,135,000 for travel, instead of $1,- 
085,000 as provided by the House, and 
$1,185,000 as proposed by the Senate. 


$1,363,500 for railroad safety activities 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
the $1,350,000 in the House-passed ver- 
sion of the bill. 


$956,600 for locomotive inspection, the 
figure contained in the bill as it passed 
the Senate, instead of a House provision 
for $950,000. 


$200 for the purchase of newspapers, 
which was contained in the bill as it 
passed the House, instead of the $500 
carried in the Senate’s version. 


Boston Ore Order Upheld 


A three-judge district court at Boston 
on June 27 upheld that part of the Com- 
mission’s order in I. and S. No. 6074 
(299 I.C.C. 195) which denied Boston 
equalization of railroad rates with New 
York, Philadelphia and Baltimore on 
iron ore imports moving to the Youngs- 
town district. 
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Prof. Waters Calls Shipper 
Board Forecasts Inadequate, 


Advocates Wider Coverage 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


Contending that the carloading 
forecasts of the shippers advisory 
boards are “inadequate” in the light 
of today’s transportation realities, 
L. L. Waters, professor of transpor- 
tation at Indiana University, has 
suggested that “all shippers should 
try to estimate what all carriers 
should haul,” so as to effect an “ade- 
quate supply and rational utilization” 
of all types of transport equipment. 


Professor Waters offered the sugges- 
tion in a talk at a luncheon session in 
the course of the one-day meeting of the 
Ohio Valley Transportation Advisory 
Board (T.W., June 22, p. 43). He said 
that the objectives of the boards in 
striving to promote maximum coopera- 
tion with the rail carriers of the nation 
was “good,” but that, from the shippers’ 
point of view, these objectives might be 
enlarged. 


Referring to analytical reports about 
carloading forecasts issued in recent 
years, among them one by Robert Ferber, 
of the University of Illinois, Professor 
Waters stated that the accuracy of the 
forecasts, according to the reports, had 
not been “particularly impressive.” He 
went on to suggest, however, that of 
more concern than such indictments 
was the broader problem involving the 
basic merit of having carloading fore- 
casts, both from the standpoint of the 
railroads and the shippers. The latter, 
he asserted, wanted an adequate supply 
of cars, but they also wanted an ade- 
quate supply and rational utilization of 
all other type of transport equipment. 


Distribution of Traffic 


“We have reached the point,” he con- 
tinued, “as you all know, where your 
organization is concerning itself with a 
progressively smaller portion of the 
total transport picture. I realize the long- 
standing affinity between the boards and 
the railroads, but perhaps the time has 
come when all shippers should try to 
estimate what all carriers should haul. 

“If we have the competition that I 
think we’ve got, then estimates of pro- 
duction in the different industries and 
categories, together with data concern- 
ing ton-miles, might be released for the 
information of all carriers. The latter 
could then adapt their operations to 
whatever share of the market they 
thought could be commandeered.” 


The merit of his proposal, he main- 
tained, was supported by today’s distri- 
bution of traffic. Figures taken from the 
May, 1957, issue of “Transport Econom- 
ics,’ a publication of the Bureau of 
Transport Economics and Statistics of 
the Commission, he said, indicated, in 
effect, that there had been virtually a 20 
per cent drop in the number of tons 
moving by rail in the seven-year period 
1947 to 1956, at a time when production 
of commodities had expanded from 3,- 
754,000,000 tons to 4,224,000,000 tons. 
After detailing other figures relating to 
the shifting of intercity traffic from the 
rails to other modes of transport, he de- 
clared that, while the forecast figures 
of the shipper boards were “almost as 
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significant as ever to the railroads,” 
their significance and importance to the 
general area of transportation was ap. 
preciably less. 

“If we were to project the trends.” 
continued, “then the  significanc: 
some of the activity of the boards : 
be lessened. Perhaps we are going 
a stopping point in the erosion of raj 
road traffic, as far as freight is 
cerned. Erosion. of passenger traffi 
already proceeded a long way and !.a 
big boost in the recent rate chang: .. 
terms of ton miles, I am _ inclin: 
think that the railroads will haul «| 
as much in 1970 as they are moving } 
but that the per cent of intercity f 
will continue to decline, though 
slower rate. The showing in 19'°%, 
compared with 1955, was encourag 
railroad management. 


Effect of Seaway 


“Three factors are of enormou 
nificance to the trend in this area. One 
is the completion of the St. Lawrence 
Seaway. I am not here to debate whether 
it should have been undertaken or not. 
I think the railroad arguments have 
much merit. I am prepared to debate 
or to assert that the effect of the sea- 
way will be to reduce the percentage of 
intercity freight handled by rail. 

“The extensive work on the Ohio 
river, together with the accelerated ex- 
pansion of traffic, again does not augur 
well for rail movement. Third, and 
lastly, the tremendous implications of 
the new system of interstate and de- 
fense highways offers a great boom to 
the motor carrier industry, both private 
and for hire. 

“The day, in short, may be coming 
when shippers might want to get to- 
gether in this organization, or in 
another, and announce how much they 
have to move, of what, and where. 
Maybe they should estimate then the 
number of railroad cars of all types, 
the number of barges, ships and trucks.” 


Sig- 


Robertson Succeeds Curtis 
As President of B. & A. 


The board of directors of the Bangor 
& Aroostook Railroad Co. has announced 
the election of W. Gordon Robertson, a 
businessman of Aroostook County, Me., 
as president of the railroad, effective 
July 1, succeeding Curtis M. Hutchins 
who is relinquishing the presidency but 
will remain with the company as chair- 
man of the board. 

In its announcement, the board said 
that Mr. Hutchins had, for some time, 
expressed the desire to be relieved of the 
executive direction of the railroad and 
was anxious to “explore other possible 
areas” of expansion of the company into 
fields other than railroad operation. Mr. 
Hutchins, who has been a director of the 
company since 1945, was elected president 
in 1948. He succeeded the late Wingate 
F. Cram who became chairman. On Mr. 
Cram’s death in 1952, he assumed the 
chairmanship while retaining the presl- 
dency. 

Mr. Robertson, a resident of Caribou, 
Me., is president of Beaver Brook Farms 
Inc., and the Caribou Hotel Co., and is 2 
director of the Aroostook Trust Co. He 
has been active in the Aroostook Count) 
potato industry as a broker and distribu- 
tor. He has been a director of the Bango! 
& Aroostook since April 21, 1953, and was 
elected a member of the executive com- 
mittee several months ago. 
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( hesapeake and Ohio has just installed the first 
¢ r reporting system to cover an entire railroad 





aid operated entirely by Teletype. This is the 





now Car Location Information Center — CLIC 





fcr short. 
HOW CLIC OPERATES 


As soon as a freight car leaves a classification 







yard or passes a major junction point on the 





CxO, complete information is teletyped to the 





Center. This report gives the car number, type 





of car, commodity, shipper, consignee, routing, 





train number, reporting station, month, day, 
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Railway 


FOR SHIPPERS—BY CHESSIE 


Chesapeake and Ohio 


CLIC for short 





hour, and any special instructions. If a car is 
delayed for any reason, that is reported too. 
From CLIC, these reports are promptly tele- 
typed to the C&O traffic office serving the con- 
signee and also to the traffic office in whose 
territory the shipment originated. By means of 
CLIC’s 30,000 miles of circuits connecting 238 
teletype receiving and sending stations, each of 
C&O’s 56 freight traffic offices automatically re- 
ceives complete information on all cars originat- 
ing or terminating in its territory. 


So whether you shipped a car, or are awaiting it, 
your C&O traffic office has up-to-the-minute in- 
formation for you. 


TRY CHESSIE’S CLIC, NOW! 


Route a car via C&O. Ask the C&O Traffic Office 
to keep you informed of its location. This simple 
test will show how useful CLIC can be to you. 


Sa a 


Would you like a copy of a new booklet describ- 
ing CLIC? Just write: 


J. E. Doyte, V.P — Merchandise Traffic 
8812 Terminal Tower, Cleveland 1, Ohio 
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Ra LS a Beat? il HES. 


“The Shape of Things to Come in 
Transportation and Logistics’ 


HOTEL SHOREHAM . WASHINGTON, D. C. 


NOVEMBER 18 THROUGH 21 


Saluting Our Armed Forces and 


Transportation Industry 


TRANSPORTATION PROTECTS THE NATION 


ADVANCE REGISTRATION 


12th Annual N.D.T.A. Convention, Washington, D. C. 
November 18-21, 1957 


REGISTER NOW... MEMBERSHIP NOT REQUIRED FOR REGISTRATION 


Mail Reservations and Checks to: N. D. Pasco, NDTA 
Convention, 830 Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 


At this year’s convention in Washington, D. C., take the opportunity to entertain your many 
friends. Registration and reservations for tables may be had for groups of ten persons at 
$200 per table. This covers admission to all meetings and forums, official receptions, a 
luncheon, and annual banquet. Individual registration fee is $20. Please make checks payable 
to NDTA 1957 Convention. 


Please reserve tables. Check for $ enclosed. 
Name 

Firm 

Address 


City Zone State 


REGISTER NOW FOR AS MANY TABLES AS YOUR COMPANY WILL NEED 


For copy of program 

write to— 

Henry Burroughs, President, The 
Gray Line, Inc., 1010 Eye Street, 
N.W., Washington 1, D.C. 


For commercial exhibit space 

write to— 

Arthur C. Smith, Jr., President, 
Smith’s Transfer and Storage 
Co., 1313 U Street, N.W., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 


For advertising space in the 
Souvenir Program write to— 
Frank J. Macklin, Vice President 
—Traffic Air Transport Associa- 
tion of America, 1107 Sixteenth 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
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B.?.R. Unit to Audit Work 
In Federal Highway Program 


"he establishment of a new project 
ex: mination division in the Bureau of 
Pu lic Roads, the main function of 
wh ch will be to make spot-check audits 
of both Bureau of Public Roads and 
sta e operations in the federal-aid high- 
wa’ program, has been announced by 
Be tram D. Tallamy, federal highway 
ad: iinistrator. 


‘ank Alexander, chief accountant for 
the bureau, will direct the establishment 
of he division and start its operations 
in ‘ne office of the assistant commissioner 
for administration, according to Mr. 
Ta amy, who added: 


“or the national system of interstate 
anc defense highways provided for under 
the 1956 act, the federal government is 
nov paying 90 per cent of all construc- 
tio. costs, including the cost of prelim- 
inary engineering and acquisition of 
rigiit-of-way. The proportionally greater 
contribution now being made by the 
federal government, as well as_ the 
greatly enlarged scope of the entire fed- 
eral-aid highway program, make manda- 
tory the utmost vigilance in insuring that 
federal funds are expended properly and 
judiciously.” 

The new division would check all op- 
erations pertaining to construction, en- 
gineering, right-of-way acquisition and 
all other aspects of the federal-aid high- 
way program, Mr. Tallamy said. In op- 
erations of the Bureau of Public Roads 
and its office, he said, the new division 
would ascertain whether the operations 
were in compliance with existing pro- 
cedures and practices, identify and re- 
port on deficiencies and make recom- 
mendations for correction of deficiencies, 
changes in procedures, and improvement 
of operations. 


—) 


Vice-President of A. T. A. of A.- 


John H. F. Hoving, director of pub- 
lic relations of the Air Transport As- 
sociation of America, has been elected 
vice-president—public relations of the 
A. T. A. of A., succeeding Willis Player, 
who resigned, effective July 31, to take 
a position with American Airlines, Inc. 
The announcement was made by the 
board of directors of the A. T. A. of A., 
which said it elected Mr. Hoving June 24. 

Before joining the organization in 
May of 1956, Mr. Hoving was a partner 
in the public relations firm of Pendray, 
Cook & Hoving, of New York City, and 
had been a reporter for the Milwaukee 
Journal and the Madison (Wis.) Capital 
Times. Also, he was assistant to the 


chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee. 


See Late News, Pages 15, 17 


and 18 for other transporta- 
tion news developments. 


~ 





THE WEEK IN TRANSPORTATION 


New England-Rocky Mountain Area to Be 
Reached by C. & N. W. ‘Piggyback’ Service 


Fourth-Section Relief Granted by 1.C.C. Covers Traffic Between 
Chicago and St. Paul; Also Traffic Between Those Cities Originating 
Or Destined to Points in Almost Entire Northern Half of Country. 


The Commission made public the 
morning of June 26 two orders 
granting fourth-section relief in 
connection with trailer-on-flat-car 
service under which, effective June 
15, the Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co. furnishes “piggyback” 
service on traffic between Chicago, 
Ill., and St. Paul, Minn., as well as 
between those points on _ traffic 
originating and destined to points 
in an area between New England 
and the Rocky Mountains. 


The proposals of the North Western 
to transport the trailers of motor car- 
riers between St. Paul and Chicago were 
made known after the railroad canceled 
its participation in tariffs providing for 
free pickup and delivery services over 
its entire system (T.W., March 2, p. 50, 
March 9, p. 51, and March 16, p. 51). 
The Commission refused to suspend the 
proposed cancellation. 

Motor carriers joined in the applica- 
tion involving traffic originating or 
destined to points in the New England- 
Mountain Pacific area serve cities which 
are points on the North Western. 

The broad authority was granted by 
fourth section order No. 18720, Substi- 
tuted Service—Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co. Supplemental fourth section 
order No. 18720 granted the authority on 
traffic between Chicago and St. Paul. 
The authority in fourth section order 
No. 18720 applies to traffic carried be- 
tween Chicago and St. Paul which is 
consigned to and from points in Middle- 
west Territory and between points in 
Middlewest, Rocky Mountain and Pacific 
territories, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Central, Middle Atlantic 
and New England territories. 


Fourth section order No. 18720, grant- 
ing authority for the service in connec- 
tion with traffic originating in and des- 
tined to the aforementioned territories, 
was issued in response to fourth-section 
applictaion No. 33703, filed by the Mid- 
dlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
for and on behalf of the railroad, Briggs 
Transportation Co., and 18 other motor 
carriers. 


Services of Motor Carriers 


In that application the bureau said 
that the motor carriers and their con- 
nections would perform all transporta- 
tion services between motor-rail junc- 
tion points and all origins and destina- 
tions. The bureau said that the motor 
carriers would arrange for necessary 





loading or unloading of trailers on or 
from the flat cars at Chicago and St. 
Paul. 

Despite the possibilities of departures 
from the long-and-short-haul clause of 
section 4 of the interstate commerce 
act, the bureau said, it was necessary 
to make applicable via the proposed 
motor-rail-motor routes the same rates 
as might currently be effective for all- 
motor service from and to the same 
points “if this venture is to be pro- 
gressed.” 

It added that the all-motor rates of 
motor carriers under the proposed plan 
of substituting the railroad for the 
motor carriers “for which relief is 
here sought” had been established by 
voluntary action of the motor carriers 
or by orders of the Commission. 

The bureau said it believed that the 
rates were compensatory and not in ex- 
cess of reasonable rates. In the “con- 
clusion” to its application, the bureau 
said: 

“Tt is desired that any authority which 
may issue herefrom be silent as to spe- 
cific motor carrier rates in order that 
such rates may be readily changed. in 
the usual and normal manner for ap- 
plication over both all-motor and the 
proposed motor-rail-motor rates with- 
out burdening the Commission with 
further time-consuming and unneces- 
sary modification applications. The 
competitive rates must be maintained 
over both the all-motor and motor-rail- 
motor routes. An order in this instance 
sufficiently flexible to permit accom- 
plishment of this objective without com- 
plicated tariff publications is most de- 
sirable, important and necessary to the 
success of the proposed operation.” 


Chicago-St. Paul Traffic 


In fourth-section application No. 33806, 
filed by the Associated Motor Carriers 
Tariff Bureau, A. F. Fowler, agent, on 
behalf of Moore Freight Lines, Inc., and 
other motor carriers participating in, 
or who might participate in tariffs listed 
in the application, and on behalf of the 
railroad, it was said that the rates to be 
applied were the local or joint all-motor 
rates. The grounds advanced in justifica- 
tion for this proposal were those adopted 
by the Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau 
in its application covering the traffic 
originating in or destined to points in 
the New England-Rocky Mountain area. 

An appendix to the application showed 
the charges of the North Western for 
transporting trailers on flat cars. From 
Chicago to St. Paul, the charge for a 
loaded trailer under 28 feet in length was 
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shown as $79, the charge for an empty 
as $32. For a trailer of 28 feet in length, 
or greater, which with its lading has a 
gross weight of less than 45,000 pounds, 
the charge will be $99, and when such 
trailers with their lading weigh 45,000 
pounds or more, the charge will be $115. 
The charge for transporting an empty 
trailer of 28 feet or more in length will 
be $40. 


A different scale of rates on loaded 
trailers will apply from St. Paul to Chi- 
cago. A loaded trailer which is under 
28 feet in length will have a charge of 
$64 assessed against it, while trailers of 
28 feet in length, or more, will be paid 
for at $64 if the total weight of lading 
and truck is less than 45,000 pounds, or 
$80 when the total weight is 45,000 pounds 
or more. The charge for transporting 
empty trailers in either category is the 
same as northbound, $32 and $40. 


Justification Advanced 


In justification of the relief asked, the 
applicants said that the proposed service 
would be beneficial to the railroad in 
that it would haul revenue freight traffic 
not now transported by it and that, 
through the application of new equip- 
ment and new techniques the railroad 
anticipated attracting substantial traffic 
volume which would otherwise move by 
highway. The applicants also said that 
the arrangement would result in econom- 
ical operations for the motor carrier 
through the efficient use of power equip- 
ment and trailers. It was stated that 
the application had been studied by the 
motor carrier and the railroad and that 
the statements made had been approved 
by them. 


Another appendix to the fourth-sec- 
tion application showed that it was 
anticipated that the railroad would 
earn 39.4 cents per car-mile on a loaded 
trailer measuring less than 28 feet, and 
15.95 cents per car-mile when such a 
trailer was transported empty. For 
loaded trailers of 28 feet and longer 
weighing less than 45,000 pounds, the 
car-mile earnings were shown as 49.38 
cents, and for such trailers when the 
total weight of trailer and lading ex- 
ceeded 45,000 pounds, the car-mile earn- 
ings were shown as 57.38 cents. The car- 
mile earnings for the transportation of 
empty trailers of 28 feet in length, or 
more, were shown as 19.95 cents. 


Railroads in West Virginia 
Granted 7% Rate Increase 


Railroads operating in West Virginia 


have been granted authority by the 
Public Service Commission of West Vir- 
ginia to increase rates and charges 
7 per cent, on the same conditions and 
to the same extent as authorized on 
interstate rates and charges by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in Ex 
Parte 206 (T.W., Dec. 22, 1956, p. 21), 
the National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, has announced 
in a bulletin to its members. 


The West Virginia commission also, 
in Case No. 4505, authorized railroads 
to increase intrastate rates and charges 
by 7 per cent on milk and products 
grouped therewith. 


In the former Case No. 4504, the West 


Virginia commission made the following 
exceptions: (1) No increase was author- 
ized on line-haul carload rates on coal 
and coke in the Kanawha district and 
(2) intrastate line-haul carload rates on 
coal and coke, other than in the Kana- 
wha district, were increased 7 per cent 
but in no case more than 10 cents 
per net ton. 


Both orders became effective June 15. 


Writer of Assailed ‘Memo’ 
About Advisory Board and 


Railroads States His Case 


Clifford W. Ferguson, of Salem, 
Ore., counsel-director, rail transpor- 
tation, to Public Utility Commissioner 
Howard Morgan, of Oregon, has sent 
to TRAFFIC WORLD a copy of a letter 
which, he says, he has sent to mem- 
bers of the Pacific Northwest Ad- 
visory Board, containing comment 
on statements made to a committee 
of the Oregon state senate by Nel- 
son M. Hickok, traffic manager of 
the Western Paper Converting Co., 
of Salem, and chairman of the ad- 
visory board’s executive committee 
(T.W., April 27, p. 45). 


In his letter to advisory board mem- 
bers, Mr. Ferguson said that “an inci- 
dent” in the course of the recent session 
of the Oregon state legislature “obvi- 
ously” had been used “as a means to try 
and discredit” his reputation and stand- 
ing with shippers and traffic managers 
in Oregon. 


“During a hearing before a Senate 
committee considering railroad regula- 
tory legislation,’ Mr. Ferguson wrote, 
“an ex-officer of the Northwest Ship- 
pers Advisory Board appeared and pre- 
sented a resolution passed during the 
Salem meeting of the board, opposing 
the legislation. He was questioned by a 
member of the Senate committee as to 
the status of the advisory board; whether 
the railroads contributed money toward 
expenses of the organization. His an- 
swers before the committee are contained 
in Thermo-Fax copy of the official min- 
utes of the committee taken by the com- 
mittee clerk during the hearing and 
copy is enclosed for your information. 
His answers are self-explanatory. The 
minutes disclose that committee was left 
with the impression that the railroads 
made no contributions to the expenses 
of the board. 


“Thereafter, Senate members of the 
committee, as well as Senate members 
who were authors of the proposed legis- 
lation, requested that inquiry be made 
by the Public Utility Commissioner of 
Oregon as to whether the railroads paid 
expenses of the board; that results of 
the inquiry be reported to the commit- 
tee as soon as possible . . . Hurried in- 
quiry was made by the undersigned and 
his staff and memorandum report made 
to the Public Utility Commissioner who 
in turn delivered the report over to 
members of the committee. During the 
inquiry I called several traffic managers 
in Portland whom I had seen at meet- 
ings of the advisory board. I asked them 
whether the railroads paid any of the 
expenses of the board. These men uni- 
formly stated that no dues were paid by 
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them; that so far as they knew the 
penses of the board were paid by way 
contributions by the railroad or 
American Railroad Association, but a’ 
these members uniformly stated, ‘LD: 
quote me.’ 


“Although I have never been pe: 
ally acquainted with the status of 
shipper advisory boards I have k: 
that they were originally organizex 
a very excellent reason—the bringin ~ 
shippers and railroad representa 
together for the purpose of workin; 
service problems to the best intere 
all concerned. 


“In closing, may I say that the 
purpose of this letter is to present | 
fairness all of the facts in order 
you may be given the opportunity to 
a fair and impartial judgment. ! 
be happy to appear before any comn 
of the advisory board and discuss the 
matter.” 

The memorandum which Mr. Fergu- 
son prepared for the Oregon State sen- 
ate committee was described, in a sitate- 
ment submitted to that committee by 
Mr. Hickok, as “a careless hodge-podge 
of half-truths” about the advisory board 
movement. Mr. Hickok specified, in his 
statement, certain expenses incident to 
advisory board meetings which, he said, 
were “considered legitimate expenses of 
the car service division” of the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads. 


Extent of Off-Line Business 


Of Truckers Shown in Survey 


Results of a survey of motor Carriers 
conducted by ‘TRAFFIC WorLD indicate 
that 85 per cent of the respondents carry 
traffic originating off-line, in percent- 
ages of total traffic ranging from .05 
per cent to 100 per cent. 


Questionnaires were mailed to a total 
of 4,750 Class I, II and III motor carriers, 
of whom 459, or 9.7 per cent, returned 
completed questionnaires. Thirty-nine 
of the motor carriers, or 8.5 per cent 
reported from 50 to 100 per cent of their 
traffic originating off-line; 87, or 189 
per cent, reported from 30 to 49 per 
cent; 84, or 18.3 per cent, reported from 
20 to 29 per cent; 48, or 10 per cent, 
reported from 15 to 19 per cent; 61, or 
13.3 per cent, reported from 10 to 14 per 
cent; 39, or 8.5 per cent, reported from 5 
to 9 per cent; 36, or 7.8 per cent reported 
from .05 to 4 per cent; and 65, or 142 
per cent, reported that they carried no 
traffic originating off-line. 

Copies of the survey will be made avail- 
able within several weeks. 


Booklet on Rail Mail Story 


A 20-page illustrated booklet, entitled 
“The Railway Mail Story,” has been 
published by the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads. Included is a section 
called “Milestones of United States Rail- 
way Mail History.” 


First T. P. & W. ‘Sales Call’ 


The testing on June 17 of its first 
closed-circuit “Sales Conference Call” to 
its 19 off-line agencies has been an- 
nounced by the Toledo, Peoria & West- 
ern Railroad. The railroad said the call 
was made in advance to tell the agencies 
of the change in the railroad’s incentive 
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plan, which was instituted that day on a 
trial basis. 

speaking to the agencies were J. Rus- 
se! Coulter, president; Arthur J. Miller, 
vice-president—sales and service, and 
Roger A. Fischer, general manager— 


sa es. 
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Army Demonstrates Closely 
T:med Solution of Combat 
Support Supply Problem 


‘plit-second timing characterized 
t solution of “combat support 
pr »blem No. 23” worked out by the 
U.3. Army Transportation Training 
Ccmmand at Fort Eustis, Va., June 
20 in what the Command called 
(P Day Presentation.” 


or example, the events of the morn- 
in. included a dramatic sketch in the 
tr: ining school theater. Those in the 
au ience for the day—one-, two-, and 
three-star generals, admirals, colonels, 
a member of the I.C.C., the director of 
trafic for the Department of Defense, 
and rail, air, bus and trucking officials— 
were transported then to a‘dock in the 
third port area, to a driving range for 
a demonstration of truck maintenance, 
to a beach where supplies were being 
landed, and to an interior transfer point. 

The morning program began at 7:30 
a.ni., and was scheduled to close at 11:15 
am. At 11:15 am., precisely, Major 
General Rush B. Lincoln, Jr., command- 
ing general of the U.S.A.T.T.C., was 
completing his remarks on the morn- 
ing’s activities and inviting his visitors 
to lunch at the Fort Eustis Officer’s 
Open Mess. 


Riverside Demonstration 


As the visitors sat in a covered grand- 
stand at the dock side for the second 
morning event they watched the un- 
loading of a cargo ship, four switching 
operations, a convoy of two dozen trucks 
drive out on their mission, a landing of 
soldiers on the opposite bank of the James 
River followed by a quick pickup by four 
helicopters, and an explosion on the op- 
posite bank minutes after the soldiers 
were picked up. Meanwhile, between the 
unloading of telegraph poles, vehicles, 
large freight containers and palletized 
loads from the ship, half a dozen types 
of river and harbor craft used by the 
Army made their timed appearance on 
the river and had their functions ex- 
plained. 

There followed transportation to the 
beach where stores were being handled 
from landing craft in various ways to 
simulate the supply of troops from ships 
Standing offshore, and then transporta- 
tion to the interior transfer point where 
more helicopter operations and the land- 
ing of a “Barc”’—the huge amphibious 
cargo barge, were witnessed. 

After the luncheon period the visitors 
Saw a truck “rodeo” on the “driving 
range” and were then taken for a tour 
of the aviation shop where the facilities 
for the training of men in the mainte- 
Mance and repair of the various air- 
craft, and the aircraft themselves, were 
shown and discussed. 

Those attending the demonstration 
from Washington had been told they 
Would be in their plane for the return 
trip at 4 p.m. They were. 

Participating in the combat support 
p:oblem were the following ufiits: Head- 


~ 


o 


A“ 


quarters troops; U.S. Army Transpor- 
tation School; 4th Transportation Ter- 
minal Command C; 5th Transportation 
Terminal Command B; 40th Transpor- 
tation Battalion (A.A.M.); 48th Trans- 
portation Group (Highway); 774th 
Transportation Group (Rail); U.S. Army 
Transportation Research and Engineer- 
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ing Command; 3rd Transportation Com- 
pany (Light) Helicopter-H-21); Naval 
Beach Group 2, and the American Red 
Cross. 


New F.P.C. Decision Again Authorizes 
Gas-to-Oil Conversion of ‘Little Inch’ 


Power Commission Rejects Anew Arguments by Barge Lines That They 
World Be Harmed, Calls Their Interest ‘Relatively Narrow.’ Barge 
Operators Promptly Appeal to Court, Assail New Decision as Illegal. 


The Federal Power Commission on 
June 21 issued, for the second time, 
an order authorizing the Texas East- 
ern Transmission Corp. to convert a 
large part of its “Little Inch” pipe- 
line from natural gas service to the 
transportation of petroleum prod- 
ucts. The new order was promptly 
challenged in court by barge lines 
which had fought the conversion 
proposal. 


The power commission issued its new 
order after a rehearing in the case 
pursuant to an order of the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia. 
The court acted on an appeal filed by 
the barge lines. Those carriers were 
among opponents of the Texas Eastern 
proposal. 

The original F.P.C. decision authoriz- 
ing the pipeline conversion was handed 
down June 24, 1955, but was reversed 
by the court, which remanded the matter 
to the commission for a new hearing on 
broader grounds than had been con- 
sidered in the original proceeding. 

The barge lines contend that putting 
the “Little Inch” into petroleum service 
would permanently injure their business 
of carrying the same products on the 
Mississippi River system. 

Texas Eastern’s plan is to carry petro- 
leum products through that part of the 
“Little Inch” between Baytown, Tex., 
and Moundsville, W.Va. The Texas-to- 
New Jersey line, built by the govern- 
ment in World War II, was sold to 
Texas Eastern after the war and has 
been used for natural gas transmission 
since that time. 


New Appeal Filed 


Harold Leventhal, attorney for the 
Chotin Towing Corp. and other barge 
lines, on June 24 filed with the appel- 
late court on appeal contending that the 
power commission’s order of June 21 
was illegal since the entire matter, 
docketed as No. 13846, was at that 
time in the jurisdiction of the court as 
the result of an unconcluded action he 
originated earlier. 

Mr. Leventhal had challenged a power 
commission decision of March 11, 1957, 
to omit the usual examiner’s intermedi- 
ate ruling and proceed directly to oral 
argument in the case. The request for 
a stay of the oral argument order was 
denied but the petition for review of 
that order still was pending in the ap- 
peads court on June 21, Mr. Leven- 
thal said. 

He said his latest argument for the 
barge lines was that the power commis- 





sion had sent the record of the case to 
the appeals court in connection with the 
oral argument dispute and, therefore, 
had no record or legal basis for issuing 
the June 21 order authorizing the gas- 
to-oil conversion of the “Little Inch.” 


In deciding anew to authorize the 
Texas Eastern plan—an action which, if 
upheld, would put the “Little Inch” un- 
der the. jurisdiction of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—the Power 
Commission also gave the pipeline com- 
pany authority to build additional 
natural gas facilities with which to re- 
place the. gas capacity to be lost 
through the “Little Inch” conversion. 


Barge Claims Rejected 


In its decision, the F.P.C. rejected the 
arguments set forth by the barge op- 
erators. 

“We find,” the F.P.C. said, “that the re- 
tirement of the ‘Little Inch’ from 
natural gas service and its conversion to 
the transportation of petroleum prod- 
ucts will have little, if any, permanently 
harmful effects upon the barge operators. 

“So far as can reasonably be foreseen, 
the “Little Inch” in operation as a car- 
rier of petroleum products will not pre- 
empt the market for the transportation 
of clean petroleum products to the area 
the barge operators serve and the ‘Lit- 
tle Inch’ proposes to serve, nor will it 
drive the barges out of business. 

“Such limited harm as the barge 
operators may sustain to their relatively 
narrow interests must be endured as an 
unavoidable accompaniment of  in- 
creased competition, technological ad- 
vance, and improvement in the eco- 
nomics of supply and distribution in 
the area proposed to be served in par- 
ticular, and progress within the petro- 
leum products industry generally.” 

The Federal Power Commission said 
that the barge lines intervening against 
the Texas Eastern application originally 
had “sought to protect” shipments of 
100,000 barrels of clean petroleum prod- 
ucts a day. It commented that this 
amount “apparently aggregates some- 
thing less than 6 per cent of the market 
for clean products” in the 11-state 
area involved, and added: 


“Computing from data in the record, 
all this 100,000 barrels per day could be 
handled by approximately one per cent 
of the 3,500 tugboats and 10 per cent of 
the 648 products barges plying .the 
(Mississippi) river. 

“Assuming that the interveners handle 
a quarter of this business, their partici- 
pation in the barge transportation of 
petroleum products is small indeed, and 
in relation to all the business done by 





PROMINENT PRACTITIONERS PERPETRATE 
PROGNOSIS OF PAINTED PERIMETER ..... 


As a kind of intellectual “dividend” flowing from hearings in Ex Parte 206 there has 
reached TRAFFIC WORLD the result of discussion, and a conclusion, concerning an unfinished 
painting job in hearing room “A” in the building of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

In each of the large hearing rooms—"A” and “B’’—a map of the United States has been 


painted on the wall back of the bench. 


In each hearing room a designed border was painted 


all around the map in what seems to be gold leaf, and over that border, a transparent 
wash of green was imposed, seemingly to preserve the border. 
In hearing room “B” the border is a simple frieze, in the style of the Greeks. In 
hearing room “A” the border is of the seals of the states and of the federal government. 
When it came to putting on the light wash of green over the border in hearing room 
“A”, a strip of about eight feet long and of about one-half the depth of the border alorig 


the bottom right-hand portion was left without the over-wash. 


Reporters have, in moments 


o: lull, occasionally expressed a bored wonderment about the unfinished state of the border. 
lt is cbvious that lawyers who practice before the Commission have also found time 
to wonder what happened to interrupt the painting job. 

Nuel D. Belnap, of Chicago, and Byron M. Gray, of Topeka, Kan., counsel for the State 
Corporation Commission of Kansas, engaged in an extended discussion of the matter in the 
course of hearings in Ex Parte 206, without coming to any conclusion. 

However, Mr. Belnap has furnished, TRAFFIC WORLD with a copy of a letter which re- 
sulted from more mature consideration given the matter by Mr. Gray after he had returned 


home. He wrote Mr. Belnap as follows: 


“| think we can narrow the problem down to one or the other of the following solutions. 
“They were painting the border that tarnished copper color when: 


“(1) The ladder broke. 
(2) Ran out of paint. 
“(3) Got tired. 


(4) Decided it wasn’t a gocd idea in the first place.” 


all the barges on the river, it is minus- 
cule.” 


Intervenors Listed 


The barge lines intervening against 
the conversion plan were Chotin Towing 
Corp., Greenville Towing Co., Inc., The 
Comet River Co., G. W. Gladders Towing 
Co., Inc., Walter G. Hoagland, Inc., In- 
dustrial Marine Service, Inc., Ingram 
Barge Co., and Lee River Lines, Inc. 

In acting on their appeal from the first 
decision of the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, the Court of Appeals remanded the 
case to the F.P.C. with instructions that 
it be reheard on an expanded basis. The 
court said this was to include evidence— 
rejected by the F.P.C. in the first hearing 
—relating the alleged business threat to 
the barge lines and the broad “public 
policy” questions of the effect the pro- 
posed conversion would have on the 
national defense and how it would fit in 
with the national anti-monopoly policy 
declared by Congress. 

Summing up the position of the barge 
lines on the “policy” question in its latest 
opinion, the F.P.C. declared: 

“Their position was that Texas Eastern 
in its products operations made possible 
by our grant of authority would possess 
an unlawful or at least improper power 
to damage or destroy the barge operators 
businesses by reason of the advantages 
the ‘Little Inch’ would derive from asso- 
ciation with Texas Eastern’s natural gas 
business, and that this would result in 
violation of the national policy against 
monopoly expressed in the antitrust laws 
as well as be inconsistent with the na- 
tional defense.” 

The F.P.C. declared that the record 
was “barren of proof that the particular 
intervenor companies will suffer eco- 
nomic injury” from the proposed conver- 
sion of the pipelin, and added: 

“Nor will the entry of the ‘Little Inch’ 
into the field of products transportation 
result in competitively unfair injury to 
the barge operators in consequence of 
the ‘Little Inch’s’ association with 
Texas-Eastern’s natural gas operations. 

“We know of no judicial decision which 
condemns the relationship which would 





exist between the two, nor can we per- 
ceive any basis in policy for condemning 
it” 

Public Benefit Seen 


The F.P.C. said that “benefits will 
fiow” from the “Little Inch”-natural 
gas association in Texas Eastern and that 
“the reasonable inference” was that such 
benefits “will inure also to the public.” 

Rejecting the barge lines’ argument 
that the market into which Texas Eastern 
sought to carry petroleum was fixed, the 
F.P.C. said that the 1l-state market was 
“enormous and increasing.” It added 
that of the 185,000 barrels daily initial 
petroleum capacity of the “Little Inch”, 
40,000 barrels would be “liquid petroleum 
gases which are not transported by 
barge.” 

It also said that the market served 
by the barge operators appeared to have 
increased since the “Little Inch” case 
started “from 100,000 barrels per day to 
227.000 barrels per day, increasing at an 
even more rapid rate than the demand 
for products in the 11-state area.” 


In its opinion, the F.P.C. also said: 


“It cannot be assumed that the ‘Little 
Inch’ must or will transport products 
solely to the market the barge operators 
are serving, to the resulting detriment. 
It should be kept in mind that the ‘Little 
Inch’ will traverse market areas which 
barge traffic cannot easily reach, includ- 
ing a large area from the line’s point 
of origin to Cape Girardeau, Mo., con- 
taining such population centers as 
Shreveport, La., and Little Rock, Ark. 


“Also between Cape Girardeau and 
Moundsville, W.Va., the ‘Little Inch’ runs 
for considerable distance north of the 
river. Coupled with other forms of 
transportation, the ‘Little Inch’ could 
reach important land-locked marketing 
centers inaccessible to barges.” 


Involved Rates Discussed 


The power commission found that, 
among other advantages, the proposed 
conversion would “reduce the cost of 
transportation of clean petroleum prod- 
ucts between the Gulf coast and the 


TRAFFIC Wonr.p 


midwest,” and offered this discussion 
as to the rates involved: 

“With the reasonable certainty o° a 
continuing demand for the transporta- 
tion service it can render, there js 
substantial evidence that the ‘Little Inch’ 
will support all costs and yield a reas n- 
able return. Texas Eastern submi' ‘ed 
evidence of operating costs on the 2x. 
tremely conservative assumption ‘iat 
the system would from the beginr ing 
be capable of delivering the entire :a- 
pacity of 185,000 barrels per day to -he 
end of the line at Moundsville, W.V.. 

“On this basis, the record establi nes 
that this volume could be transpo-ted 
from the Gulf coast to Moundsvill: at 
a rate of 29.3 cents per barrel, ind 
produce revenues sufficient to pay all 
charges and yield a rate of retur: of 
6 per cent. Further, the evidence s!ows 
that with a through-put of 125.000 
barrels per day, revenues of 42 cents per 
barrel would pay costs and produce a 
6 per cent rate of return. The system 
operating between these levels of 
through-put would require a rang in 
revenues between 29.3 cents and 42 cents 
to produce a 6 per cent return. Al- 
though the ‘Little Inch’ rates for products 
transportation have not been finally 
formulated (they will be filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and 
subject to its jurisdiction), it is reason- 
ably certain that those rates will be 
such as to make the project economi- 
cally feasible. 


“. .. The record does not disclose that 
the particular barge operators in this 
case could not profitably operate in com- 
petition with these prices. The ‘Little 
Inch’s’ rates appear, however, to be com- 
petitive with those of both pipelines and 
barge operators generally supplying the 
midwest. 

“There was testimony which justifies 
the finding that Texas Eastern’s rates 
into Chicago would be lower than the 
existing Great Lakes pipeline rate of 58 
cents per barrel from Tulsa, and lower 
than the Phillips products line rate of 
72 cents per barrel from Borger, Tex., 
to Chicago. As to barge rates, there was 
testimony that in 1956, at the lower rate 
of 3% mills per ton mile, it cost a 
Houston shipper 80.6 cents per barrel 
to Chicago, or 86.8 cents at the higher 
rate of 3% mills. Neither of these barge 
rates includes terminalling charges at 
destination. Also, it would cost a Hous- 
ton shipper 57 cents per barrel to reach 
Cape Girardeau at a three-mill barge 
rate while the minimum pipeline rate to 
the same point is 32 cents. And there 
was testimony which we accept that if 
Texas Eastern charged a rate to Sey- 
mour, Ind., the approximate midpoint 
of the line, that would yield a return 
of 37 cents (or 42 cents as one wiiness 
testified), the ‘Little Inch’ would soon be 
operating to capacity.” 


Southern Pacific to Sell 
T.W.A. Tickets in 237 Towns 


Trans World Airlines and the Southern 
Pacific Railway have announced that 
international and domestic tickets for 
T.W.A. flights soon could be obtained in 
237 towns in seven states which have 
Southern Pacific stations. 

In making the announcement, E. O. 
Cocke, executive vice-president of sales 
of T.W.A., and Claude E. Peterson, v:ce~ 
president of system passenger traffic and 
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public relations for the S.P., said service 
would start July 1 in selected towns in 
Avizona, California, Louisiana, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Oregon and Texas in which 
T W.A. previously had not been repre- 
sented. They said S.P. ticket agents 
wuld act as ticket salesmen for the air- 
line. 
The Southern Pacific has similar ar- 
cngements with two other airlines— 
iited Air Lines, Inc., and American 
‘lines, Inc. 


x Railroads Win Awards 
F National Council, for 
nployes’ Safety Records 


jix Class I railroads were named 

winners of the National Safety 
uncil awards for employe safety 
ords established in 1956, in an an- 
~uncement made by the council on 
une 20. 


. 1956 employe casualty rate 62 per 

t less than the average for all Class 

1ilroads was achieved by the six win- 

ing roads, each of which received, for 
own category, based on total man- 
irs worked in the year, the council’s 
allroad Employes’ National Safety 
ard, the council reported. It said the 
yinbined rate of employes killed or in- 
jured, per million man-hours worked, 
yas 3.10 for the six winners, compared 
with a 1956 rate of 8.09 for all Class I 
railroads. 

The Union Pacific Railroad Co. won 
first place among railroads whose em- 
ployes worked 50 million or more man- 
hours. Its accident rate was 2.68, com- 
pared with an average of 17.33 for all 
railroads in its group. 

The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. 
was the winner in the 20 million to 50 
million man-hours division. Its rate was 
4.22, as against 7.48 for all the railroads 
in its division. 

The Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range 
Railway Co. won first place in the 8 
million to 20 million man-hours cate- 
gory, with a rate of 1.78. The average 
for its group was 8.72. 

The Monon Railroad won the award 
in the group of railroads for which 3 
million to 8 million man-hours were 
recorded, its casualty rate per million 
man-hours having been 4.95, while the 
rate for its group as a whole was 9.37. 

The Charleston & Western Carolina 
Railway Co. took first place in the 1 
million to 3 million man-hours cate- 
gory, with a casualty rate of 3.85 com- 
pared with a group average of 10.83. 

The Texas Mexican Railway Co. was 
the winner among the railroads which 
had less than 1 million man-hours of 
work recorded for the year. The casualty 
rate of this railway was 1.32; the aver- 
age for the railroads in its category 
Was 10.64. 

The National Safety Council said that 
the record of the Mexican division was 
best among the divisions of the Pull- 
man Co., while the Wilmington, Del., 
shop was the winner among the Pull- 
man Co. shops. Among switching and 
terminal companies, it said, the Chicago 
& Western Indiana Railroad Co. was 
the winner in the group whose employes 
worked more than 1.5 million man-hours, 
and the River Terminal Railway Co., 
of Cleveland, O., placed first in the 
vategory of less than 1.5 million man- 
ours. 
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Representatives of Different Transport Modes Join Hands 


‘Together We Stand’ could be an appropriate caption for this photograph, taken in the course 
of the recent Midwest Institute of Transportation conducted by the Transportation Association 


of America at St. Paul, Minn. (T.W., June 22, p. 31). 


Joining hands as the camera shutter 


clicked were the five institute speakers, representing as many different modes of transportation. 

Left to right: Donald W. Nyrop, president of Northwest Airlines, Inc.; A. C. Ingersoll, president 

of Federal Barge Lines, Inc.; J. L. Burke, president of Service Pipe Line Co.; Robert S. MacFarlane, 

president of the Northern Pacific Railway Co., and L. D. Rahilly, president of the Interstate 
Motor Freight System. 


Railroad employes killed on duty by 
accidents totaled 240 in 1956, as com- 
pared with 245 in 1955, according to 
N. H. Dearborn, president of the Na- 
tional Safety Council. He said that 
some of the improvement might be due 
to a decline in railroad employment, but 
added that “even so, it’s an excellent 
record, of which the railroads may be 
proud.” 


Airline Employe Unions 


Sign Assistance Agreement 


Two unions of airline employes, the In- 
ternational Association of Machinists and 
the Air Line Pilots Association, an- 
nounced on June 21 the consummation of 
a jurisdictional and mutual assistance 
agreement. 

In making the announcement, Al 
Hayes, president of the I.A.M., and Clar- 
ence N. Sayen, president of the A.L.P.A. 
International, said the agreement pro- 
vided procedures for settling any disputes 
arising between the two unions, which 
they said were the two largest unions of 
airline employes. 

They added: 

“Under terms of the agreement the 
presidents of the two unions will appoint 
standing committees to consult regularly 
on common problems including contrac- 
tual clauses in which uniformity or sim- 
ilarity might be desirable. 

“Both unions have agreed to inform 
each other of any serious dispute arising 
with an air carrier or companies with 
which both organizations are recognized 
bargaining agents and, if requested, to 
consult as to how they might best be 
of assistance to each other in such a 
dispute. 

“The two unions also agreed on a max- 
imum exchange of information on com- 
mon problems. Periodic meetings be- 
tween representatives of the two groups 


for discussion of mutual problems is 
also provided for. 

“The agreement, unanimously approved 
by the executive committee of A.L.P.A. 
and the I.A.M. executive council, was 
negotiated by the following: 

“For A.L.P.A.—President Sayen; G. M. 
LeRoux, first vice-president, Coral 
Gables, Fla.; R. L. Tuxbury, secretary, 
Boonton, N.J., and R. J. Rohan, Coral 
Gables, and C. E. Luther, Washington, 
D.C., regional vice-presidents. 

“For I.A.M.—President Hayes; Eric 
Peterson, general secretary-treasurer; 
Elmer E. Walker, general vice-president, 
all of Washington, D.C., and P.L. (Roy) 
— general vice-president, Chicago, 
I hg 


A. K. Humphries, President 
Of P.I.E. Since 1941, Dies 


A. K. Humphries, president of Pacific 
Intermountain Express and chairman of 
the board of Pacific Cement and Ag- 
gregates, died June 16 of a heart attack. 
He was 62 years of age. 

Mr. Humphries was born in Ouray, 
Colo. His early business career was de- 
voted to merchandising in the north- 
west. After: serving as a pilot in World 
War I, he became associated with Pacific 
Air Transport, vice-president and gen- 
eral manager for P.A.T., Mr. Humphries 
later became vice-president of Boeing, 
when it purchased P.A.T. 

In 1930 Mr. Humphries entered the 
sand and gravel business in San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. The Atlas Olympia Co., 
managed by Mr. Humphries, sold its 
properties to Pacific Coast Aggregates 
in 1938 and Mr. Humphries became: presi- 
dent of P.C.A. 

Last April, Mr. Humphries became 
chairman of the board, and his son, 
Richard Kenneth, was elected president. 

Mr. Humphries in 1937 became a direc- 





\28 


7 | TRANSPORTATION WEEK 


tor of Pacific Intermountain Express of 
Colorado, a predecessor of P.I.E.; which 
came into being in 1940 through a mer- 
ger of several Salt Lake City truck lines. 
Mr. Humphries became president of 
P.LE. in 1941 and served in this capacity 
until his death. 

Earlier in his career, after World 
War 1, Mr. Humphries had worked with 
the Hoover Relief Commission, running 
a truck line headquartered in Belgrade 
and organized to distribute supplies in 
Serbia. 

Mr. Humphries had a number of other 
business interests in addition to cement, 
aggregates and trucking. Principal was 
the breeding of registered Herefords. 

Mr. Humphries attended the University 
of Wisconsin from 1913-17, majoring in 
animal husbandry. 

Funeral services were private. 


Defense Dep’t to Cooperate 
In $20-Million Road Test 
Project of State Officials 


Secretary of Defense Charles E. 
Wilson has approved cooperation by 
the Department of Defense in a 
two-year-long series of road tests 
designed to determine behavior of 
different types of road pavements 
under various traffic conditions, 
according to an announcement by 
the department. 


The tests were being sponsored by the 
American Association of State Highways 
Officials, and the data gathered would 
be used to resolve problems related to 
construction and use of public highways, 
the department said, adding: 

“The tests will be conducted by the 
Highway Research Board of the National 
Academy of Sciences over six specially 
designed test tracks to be constructed 
near Ottawa, Ill. Cooperating with the 
Department of Defense in the under- 
taking will be the various states, the 
federal Bureau of Public Roads, and 
industry. 

“The $20 million project will be fi- 
nanced by the state and territory depart- 
ments, the Bureau of Public Roads, the 
Automobile Manufacturers Association, 
and the American Petroleum Institute. 


“Department of Defense interest in the 
project, according to Secretary Wilson, 
stems from a relation of ‘the vital im- 
portance of an adequate system of high- 
ways to serve the national defense and 
the essentiality of having the design of 
highways reflect the requirements of the 
military department.’ He added that the 
results should be of direct as well as in- 
direct benefit to the national defense 
transportation structure. 


“To further departmental defense par- 
ticipation, Major General Paul F. Yount, 
Army Chief of Transportation and co- 
ordinator of all defense participation, 
will station a special unit composed of 
two medium Transportation Corps com- 
panies at Ottawa for the duration of the 
tests. This unit, to be known as the US. 
Army Transportation Corps Test Support 
Activity, is not expected to move to 
Ottawa before the summer of 1958 when 
construction is scheduled to have pro- 


gressed chiefly to. accommodate the test 
traffic. , 

“Military interest in the test will center 
on data which can be used to determine 
the effects of various models and designs 
of military vehicles.on specific types of 
highways and the capabilities of each 
type to support military operations. Also 
of interest will be special studies on the 
effect of different tire designs and tire 
pressures on the capabilities of varied 
pavements. Results may be applied in 
world-wide military transportation plan- 
ning. 

“Vehicles will be operated for two 
shifts a day, six days a week. Trucks 
with axle loads from 2,000 pounds for 
single axles to 48,000 pounds for tandem 
axles will be operated over various types 
and thicknesses of pavements. Vehicles 
will make about five million trips with 
full loads and accumulate about six- 
teen million miles, thus simulating more 
serious traffic over varied faults of pave- 
ments in a relatively few months. 

“Vehicles, tires, petroleum oils and lu- 
bricants and spare parts will be sup- 
plied by the Highway Research Board 
with funds furnished by the sponsors. 
After the regular tests, special studies 
desired by the military departments will 
be conducted. 

“Eveniually, the test road will be re- 
habilitated and become part of the Illi- 
nois segment of the national system of 
interstate and defense highways.” 


Employe of Freight Ways 


Named ‘Driver of the Year’ 


The American Trucking Association, 
Inc., has announced that Ernest Roedel, 
a 29-year-old truck driver for Freight 
Ways, Inc. of 
Wichita, Kan., has 
been named na- 
tional “1957 Driver 
of the Year” for 
heroism and an ac- 
cident-free driving 
record. 

Mr. Roedel, who 
operates from the 
line’s new Franklin 
(Mo.) terminal, was 
credited with saving 
a three-month-old 
child from drown- 
ing in a ditch, and 
with applying first aid to her two-year- 
old sister who suffered fractures of the 
collar bone, an arm, and three ribs in 
an auto accident which killed both 
parents. 

Mr. Roedel also had an accident-free 
record for 500,000 miles as a professional 
truck driver. 


The award is given annually by the 
A.T.A, to one of more than 6,000,000 truck 
drivers in the nation chosen for an out- 
standing safety record or acts of hero- 
ism. Mr. Roedel was nominated for the 
award by the Missouri Bus and Truck 
Association. 


Judges for the contest were Repre- 
sentative Kenneth A. Roberts, of Ala- 
bama, chairman of the House highway 
safety subcommittee; Louis S. Rothschild, 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Trans- 
portation; W. Y. Blanning, director of 
the Bureau of Motor Carriers of the 
Commission, and Arthur C. Butler, di- 
rector of the National Highway Users 
Conference. 


Mr. Roedel also was awarded an 
Arthur Godfrey Citation as a “Gentle- 





Ernest Roedel 
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man of the Highway,” for his help. to the 
two children. He was hamed both Penr- 
sylvania Driver of the Year and Mis. 
souri Driver of the Year for 1956, and haq 
been nominated by the Pennsylvanig 
Motor Truck Association for the ‘956 
national award. 

Chester Blasco, retired after 45 ycars 
as driver for the Irwin Transportation 
Co., of Erie, Pa., also was cited for 
special mention by the judges for having 
driven more than two-and-a-half mi. ion 
miles without a chargeable accident. 


‘Pennsy’ Joins With D. & F., 
B. & M., in Boston-Midwest 


Common Carrier ‘TrucTra:ns' 


R. W. Tackbary, general manger 
of TrucTrain (trailer-on-flat-car) 


operations for the Pennsylvania kail- 
road, announced on June 25 that 
common carrier TrucTrain service 
between Boston, Mass., and “many 
midwestern cities on the Pennsyl- 
would begin on 


vania Railroad” 
June 27. 


“The new service,” Mr. Tackbary said, 
“will be a joint operation by the Penn- 
sylvania, the Boston & Maine Railroad 
and the Delaware & Hudson Railroad. It 
will provide ‘piggyback’ movement of 
common carrier highway trailers to and 
from Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Detroit, 
Chicago, Cincinnati, Louisville, Indian- 
apolis and St. Louis. 

“The service will be handled by the 
Boston & Maine between Boston and 
Mechanicville, N.Y.; by the Delaware 
& Hudson between Mechanicville and 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and by the Pennsyl- 
vania from Wilkes-Barre west. 


“Fast schedules for the new service 
will afford late evening departures and 
early third-morning deliveries in either 
direction at almost all cities involved.” 


Ruling Made by I.R.S. on 
Transport of Property Tax 


When a shipper declares the value of a 
shipment in excess of the value specified 
in a carrier’s tariff the tax on the trans- 
portation of property applies to the ad- 
ditional amount paid because of the 
excess value declaration, it has been ruled 
by the Internal Revenue Service. 


The ruling (Rev. Rul. 57-285) was pub- 
lished in the June 24 issue of the In- 
ternal Revenue Bulletin as follows: 

“Advice has been requested whether 
the tax on the transportation of prop- 
erty applies to amounts paid to a carrier 
under the circumstances described below. 


“The tariffs of certain carriers provide 
that a shipment of property shall be 
deemed to have a declared value of 
a specified amount unless a_ higher 
value is declared at the time of receipt 
of the shipment from the shipper. Where 
the shipper declares a value in excess of 
the value specified in the tariff, the 
carrier makes a charge at a stated rate 
for each $100 or fraction thereof by which 
the declared actual value exceeds the 
value specified in the tariff. The charge 
for this excess value is in addition to and 
is billed separately from the transporta- 
tion charge made by the carrier based 
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or its established tariff rate of a certain 
amount per pound. In some tariffs, the 
excess value charge is classified as a 
tr.nsportation charge, while in other 
ta iffs it is not so classified. 

Section 4271(a) of the internal revenue 
cole of 1954 imposes a tax upon the 
an ount paid within or without the United 
States for the transportation of property 
b) rail, motor vehicle, water, or air from 
ol 2 point in the United States to 
ar other. 

It is held that where the shipper 
de lares a value in excess of the value 
sp cified in the tariff as the value a 
sh pment shall be deemed to have, the 
ac litional amount paid to the carrier, 
ba ed upon the excess value of the ship- 
m.nt, constitutes a part of the amount 
ps i for the transportation of such ship- 
mat. Accordingly, the tax on the trans- 
po tation of property applies to the total 
an ount paid, regardless of whether the 
ch .rge for the excess value is classified 
b) the applicable tariff as a transporta- 
ti 1 charge or is billed as a separate 
ite.n.” 


+= | 


A‘aska Steamship Acquires 
Control of Terminal Firm 


‘alph Lomen, president of the Lomen 
Commercial Co., a lighterage and ter- 
minal company doing business in Norton 
Sound with headquarters at Nome, 
Alaska, and D. E. Skinner, president of 
the Alaska Steamship Co.. have an- 
nounced that the entire capital stock of 
Lomen has been purchased by Alaska 
Steamship, effective June 21. 

The two presidents said that H. G. 
Gabrielson had been retained as gen- 
eral manager and that no changes were 
expected in the name, personnel or 
policies of the Lomen company. 

They said it was expected that Mr. 
Lomen would retire from active par- 
ticipation to devote his interests to the 
development of mining and the natural 
resources of the Seward Peninsula. 

“This acquisition will make it pos- 
sible for Alaska Steamship Co. to offer 
shippers and consignees of the Norton 
Sound area a more completely integrated 
service to the benefit of all concerned,” 
Mr. Skinner said. 


‘Pennsy’ Announces Various 
‘Piggyback’ Rate Changes 


Among announcements of independent 
action by eastern railroads in the Traf- 
fic Bulletin of June 22 were the follow- 
ing, affecting trailer-on-flat-car tariff 
2170-F, I.C.C. 3543 of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad: 

“1. Revise class rates in section 1 to 
reflect the class rates of Middle Atlantic 
Conference motor carriers as published 
in master tariff 18, MF-I.C.C. A-830, 
which became effective May 13, in com- 
pliance with the Commission’s order 
in dockets MC-C-1600, 1646 and 1795. 

“2. Amend item 1225 to eliminate the 
application of pier arbitraries on class 
rates the same as has been done by the 
motor carriers as a result of the Commis- 
sion’s order in dockets MC-C-1660, 1646 
and 1795. 

“3. Revise our rates on brass, bronze 
and copper articles in section 2 to reflect 
‘he Central States Motor Freight Bureau 
rates which will become effective June 
¢ (sic) in supplement 4 to tariff 602, 
MF-I.C.C, A-46, in compliance with the 


wr 


Commission’s order in docket MC-C- 


1514” 


In addition to those announcements, 
the Pennsylvania also announced the 
extension of trailer-on-flat-car service 
between the Harrisburg, Lancaster and 
York, Pa., area on the one hand, and 
points in the southwest in Agent Kratz- 
meir’s tariff S.W./T-75, and points in 
Western Trunk Line in Agent Prueter’s 
tariff 450, on the other hand. 

In addition, the Pennsylvania an- 
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nouncea the publication of rates on 
various commodities in its trailer-on- 
flat-car tariff 2170-F, I.C.C. 3543, and 
cancellation of column A rating of Class 
150 on cigarettes and cigars for its ac- 
count, as published in item 1625 of Agent 
Boin’s trailer-on-flat-car exceptions tar- 
iff 183, I.C.C. A-1109. 


‘Pruning Back’ of Interstate Commerce Act 


Needed, J. W. Barriger Tells A.A.R. Group 


President of P. & L. E., Addressing Rail Association’s Mechanical 
Division, Says Several Amendments Since 1903 Have Stunted Growth 
Of Railroads. Other Speakers Include R. G. May and R. H. Smith. 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 





A “pruning back” of the Commis- 
sion’s powers over rates to those 
granted by the original act of 1887 
and the Elkins amendment of 1903, 
with authority to suspend proposed 
rates for limited periods pending 
inquiry, was suggested by J. W. 
Barriger, president of the Pitts- 
burgh & Lake Erie Railroad, in a 
speech at Chicago, June 25. 


Mr. Barriger was addressing the open- 
ing session of the thirtieth annual meet- 
ing of the mechanical division of the 
Association of American Railroads, June 
25, 26 and 27, at the Sherman hotel. 

Limitation of the Commission’s regu- 
latory powers to the extent he proposed, 
he said, would leave the Commission with 
adequate authority to nullify rates, fares 
and charges found to be unreasonable, 
discriminatory or prejudicial, and would 
“collapse the umbrella of protection 
which the present system of over-regu- 
lation holds over competing forms of 
transportation.” This “over-regulation,” 
he maintained, was the basic cause of 
the railroads’ present “fiscal anemia.” 


R. G. May, of Washington, D.C., vice- 
president in charge of the A.A.R.’s op- 
erations and maintenance department, 
who also spoke at the opening session, 
urged the railroads to take advantage 
of every practicable means to improve 
service and develop operating efficiencies. 
The railroad industry, he said, was pres- 
ently confronted with the problem of ex- 
pansion capital, especially in the pur- 
chase of freight cars. He discussed de- 
velopments in piggybacking, the passen- 
ger field, and equipment design. 

Addressing the A.A.R. mechanical 
division on June 26, Robert H. Smith, 
of Roanoke, Va., president of the Nor- 
folk & Western Railway, asserted that 
by 1975 the railroads must have better 
rolling stock—trains that would travel 
farther daily than at present, in order to 
handle anticipated traffic increases. He 
declared that if the railroads expected 
to handle mass transportation in the 
next 20 years, they must prepare for it 
now. 

More than 1,000 railroad engineering 
Officials from the United States, Canada 
and Mexico were attending the annual 
meeting. Separate business sessions were 
being held by the mechanical division 





and the electrical section of the A.A.R. 


Approximately 40 committee reports 
dealt with the latest mechanical and elec- 
tronic developments in the railroad field. 
Presiding over the mechanical division 
meeting was C. E. Pond, of Roanoke, 
Va., division chairman and_ general 
superintendent, motive power, of the 
Norfolk & Western Railway. S. B. Pen- 
nell, of New York City, chairman of the 
electrical section and assistant engineer 
of the New York Central System, pre- 
sided over the business sessions of his 
group. 

Consideration of the “artificial handi- 
caps” that “impeded” railroad progress, 
Mr. Barriger told those present at the 
Opening session, might well “keynote” 
their deliberations. The “legacy of prej- 
udice” against the railroads left over 
from the past, he asserted, continued 
to deprive the rail carriers of the freedom 
of action required for their adequate 
development. “The problem,” he con- 
tended, needed to be viewed in “historic 
perspective” in order to understand why 
the railroads were not obtaining a “more 
adequate share” of the growth and 
prosperity of the nation, and were not 
making as rapid technological progress 
aS was mass production industry in 
general. ; 


‘Public Attitude’ Scored 


Present public attitude towards the 
railroads, he said, appeared to recognize 
only the mistakes growing out of the 
“over-expansion” of railroad building 
during the last three decades of the 
nineteenth century. Without denying the 
“misconduct” of the railroads in these 
respects, he asserted that critics com- 
pletely disregarded the important serv- 
ice the railroads had rendered in bring- 
ing the benefits of rail transportation to 
vast areas, long in advance of the traf- 
fic necessary to support the new mileage. 


“It is probably because the railroads 
are the nation’s largest public service 
provided by public enterprise,” he con- 
tinued, “with economic, fiscal and oper- 
ating problems that all may see, that 
they have been a frequent .. . target 
of political attack.” 


The current problem, he said, lay in 
the fact that the railroads were expected 
to meet the demands of a mass produc- 
tion, inflationary age, under a serious 
political handicap. For reasons of polit- 
ical expediency, he asserted, the rail- 
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roads were prevented from assuming 
the corporate and operating status of 
a mass production industry. 

Engineering and technological stand- 
ards for improvements, he said, were 
available that could project the stand- 
ards of railway operation far beyond the 
highest level attainable with present 
facilities. Development of these improve- 
ments, he contended, would make the 
railroads immune to traffic erosion, and 
permit them to recapture much of what 
had been lost. 

Conceding that some railroads con- 
tinued to grow satisfactorily, he as- 
serted that the rate of growth of the in- 
dustry was below that which was neces- 
sary for it to keep pace with the nation’s 
development. 


“Relatively speaking,” he said, “the 
railroads are losing instead of gaining 
traffic and earning power. We are too 
prone to gauge railroad development in 
terms of the fiscal difficulties of its 
attainment, and accept as satisfactory 
an accomplishment that is measured in 
terms of the handicap, instead of the 
result. A satisfied acceptance of the re- 
cent modest progress made by these car- 
riers, albeit a great achievement in their 
handicapped circumstances, will prove a 
dangerous delusion.” 


‘Fiscal Anemia’ of Railroads 


Over-regulation of the railroads was 
the basic cause for their “fiscal anemia,” 
and this “over-regulation” was deeply 
rooted in their history, said Mr. Barriger. 
His speech continued as follows: 


“The original 1887 act to regulate com- 
merce permitted the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to invalidate rates 
found to be unreasonable, discriminatory 
and prejudicial. Rates were required to 
be published and to be uniform in their 
application; rebates were therefore un- 
lawful. Pooling as a device to restrict 
competition was altogether prohibited. 


“By the turn of the century, the orig- 
inal act had proved notably successful 
in curbing practically all types of abuses 
in railroad rate making except rebates. 
Offenses of this kind were not committed 
openly. It was difficult for the Commis- 
sion to find them or punish them. The 
Elkins act of 1903, with its stiff penalties, 
enabled the Commission to control re- 
bating. 

“The 1887 law permitted the I.C.C. to 
invalidate rates and fares that failed to 
meet the tests already mentioned. It 
remainded the responsibility of the rail- 
roads to make rates which they did. How- 
ever, the Hepburn amendment of 1905 
gave the Commission the power to estab- 
lish maximum rates, and the Mann- 
Elkins amendment of 1910 authorized 
suspension of proposed rates pending in- 
vestigation of their lawfulness. The 
transportation act of 1920 extended the 
rate making prerogatives of the Com- 
mission to designating the minimum 
below which a rate could not be reduced 
and also to naming an actual price 
within the zone of reasonableness be- 
tween any maximum and minimum 
amounts that might have been approved. 
This rounded out the scope of regulation 
and made I.C.C.’s control of rates com- 
plete. Significantly, it occurred just as 
the development of the pneumatic tire, 
the internal combustion engine, the hard- 
surfaced road and the petroleum in- 
dustry, together with the revival of public 


interest in inland waterways, were ending 
the rail monopoly of transportation 
which was the supposed justification for 
regulatory controls. 


Earning Power Curtailment 


“Exercise of the power to fix maximum 
rates and suspend rates, as was foreseen 
by the railway executives of that era, 
brought about curtailment of earning 
power that adversely affected the in- 
ternal development of the railroad in- 
dustry. This, in turn, created the con- 
ditions that caused the traffic congestion 
on the eastern trunk lines and precipi- 
tated federal control on December 28, 
1917. This was probably the most un- 
fortunate single episode in the history 
of the American railroads and could 
probably have been averted had the 
rate making amendments of 1906 and 
1910 not been added to the ‘act to regu- 
lat? commerce. 

“The railroads emerged from federal 
control on March 1, 1920, with their 
properties and service deteriorated and 
their earning power and credit seriously 
impaired. Employe morale was at a low 
ebb and many of the companies were 
heavily indebted to the government. 
Moreover, rates had not been kept in line 
with the inflationary trends of wages 
and prices. If federal control had been 
avoided, the foregoing circumstances 
could have been prevented and the period 
of heavy traffic between 1918-1920 uti- 
lized to improve the financial and phys- 
ical condition of the railways’ proper- 
ties—as it did in the case of industry 
generally. 

“The first half of the decade of the 
nationally prosperous ’20s—except for 
part of 1920 and most of 1921—was ac- 
tually a period of difficult transition for 
the railroads, rehabilitating their proper- 
ties and liquidating the consequences of 
federal control. Had this been avoided, 





C. & O. Gift to University 


A retired steam locomotive of the Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway is presented by C. J. Millikin 
(left), C. & O. regional manager, to Dr. Thomas 
Hamilton, vice-president of Michigan State Uni- 
versity, for installation on the university campus, 
at East Lansing, as a monument to the ‘Iron 
Horse.’ The engine, No. 1225, is a Berkshire 
type with a 2-8-4 wheel arrangement. It was 
built in 1941 by Lima Locomotive Works. In 
its years of service, it traveled more than 
500,000 miles between Detroit and Chicago, 
hauling passengers and freight, the C. & O. said. 
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the progress of railway development 
would have been greatly advanced, in 
comparison to the actual gains re-is- 
tered in that period—important nq 
creditable as they were. 


‘Might-Have-Been’ Situation 


“Under less stringent regulation, he 
railroads would have had the cumula ive 
benefits of more widespread, rapid nd 
intensive physical development, with the 
concurrent strengthening of their fir in- 
cial structures. Their greater technc 2g- 
ical progress would have _ permi ted 
higher earning power to be obta ned 
with a relatively lower scale of : .tes 
than those actually applicable. T .ese 
favorable circumstances would ave 
placed the rail carriers in a nh uch 
stronger economic and technological and 
commercial position to meet the sp cial 
problems of the depression year I 
venture to say that the improved at lity 
of the railroads to withstand the d fla- 
tionary forces of that period, whic. so 
seriously ravaged the industry, vould 
have removed one of the primary fa‘ tors 
contributing to the economic deliacle 
that characterized the dismal decade of 
the ’30s. 


“The power to establish the differen- 
tially related prices among competitive 
carriers gives the power to allocate traf- 
fic between them, regardless of whether 
or not this is the stated purpose of the 
action. That is the inevitable result of 
the interstate commerce act in its pres- 
ent form. Allocation of markets is the 
function of cartels. It was not the 
intention of Congress to create an In- 
terstate Commerce Cartel apportioning 
traffic to the various competitive agen- 
cies of transport, but that is what has 
occurred. 


“The Commission’s original, limited 
powers held its function to that of an 
umpire. It could require fair play but 
it could not enter the game. It now not 
only is the umpire, but the most impor- 
tant player on the field, since its powers 
permit it to determine which side will 
win and which side will lose. 

“Competition, not regulation, should 
allocate markets and establish levels of 
earning power in a manner following 
the time tested principles of the private 
enterprise system that has given this 
country its tremendous economic power. 
Over-regulation inevitably exposes large 
segments of the traffic of the affected 
carriers to easy diversion by competitive 
agencies. The dependence of railroads on 
volume produces a chain reaction since 
the loss of substantial tonnage makes 
the remaining traffic more vulnerable 
because it is more expensive to handle. 
This is true notwithstanding the in- 
herent advantages possessed by the rail- 
roads in selling a service at an average 
price of 1.5 cents per ton-mile, while 
trucks charge from 5 cents to 6 cents 
per ton-mile. 


“Controversies over issues frequently 
degenerate into the ‘argument ad homi- 
nem,’ which is an appeal to passion and 
prejudice rather than to the intellect. 
Usually a discussion of this type takes 
the negative side but in debate of rail- 
way regulation, we meet the reverse use 
of the ‘argument ad hominem.’ 


L.C.C., Wisdom, and Laws 


“The proposition is asserted that the 
admirable characteristics of the mem- 
bers of the I.C.C., both individually and 
collectively (to which fact all will atiest), 
assures nothing but the most benign 
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ard beneficial consequences of their ac- 
tic as. The conclusion follows that to dif- 
fe with the wisdom of the regulatory 
la’ ’s and policies which they administer 
ca ts reflection upon their wisdom and 
in egrity and upon their staff of indus- 
trious and experienced associates. 

The personal qualities of the com- 
m. ssioners are recognized and respected, 
bu the law does require them to estab- 
lis rates and thereby usurp the func- 
tic 1s of the market place. I do not sug- 
ge | that any group of men could per- 
fo. n this function better. However, 
un ‘er the American private enterprise 
sy; em, competition should _ establish 
pr es and hence markets. Artificial con- 
tri s should not be used to do so except 
du ing periods of national emergency. 
M: rket allocation is the function of 
ca ‘els and has no place in modern 
tr: asportation. 

The handicaps of over-regulation 
w! ch have progressively increased over 
th half century since 1906 suggest that 
it s ‘time for a change’ in the interstate 
co! merce act. Its powers of rate regu- 
laton should be ruled back to those 
gr: ated by the 1887 act and the Elkins 
amendment of 1903, with power to sus- 
peid proposed rates for limited periods 
perding inquiry. This will leave the 
Coimmission with adequate authority to 
nullify rates, fares and charges found 
to be unreasonable, discriminatory or 
prejudicial. There are no abuses which 
could not be controlled by such pro- 
visions. 

“These changes would collapse the 
umbrella of protection which the present 
system of over-regulation holds over 
competing forms of transportation and 
would permit the American public to 
have the lowest rates consistent with 
good service. In so doing it would end 
a half century of frustration and open 
up a vista of the future in which the 
railroads would become leaders in a 
dynamic private enterprise economy. 
Let us have a future without frustration.” 


Aim at Improved Service 


Mr. May told the mechanical division 
members that under existing competitive 
conditions it was a “must” that the 
nation’s railroads take advantage of 
every practicable means to improve 
service, and to develop operating ef- 
ficiencies. This was doubly important, 
he added, in view of the “railroad’s low 
rate of return on investment.” 


After stating that the 3.95 per cent 
rate of return in 1956 was the lowest 
in the past five years, except for 1954, 
he said that the railroads had “run a 
treadmill in respect to return on invest- 
ment,” but that “no one can imagine 
what the situation would be if we had 
not taken advantage of every means to 
develop operating efficiencies” in the 
past. 

The earning capacity of any enterprise, 
he said, governed its ability to expand 
and, in some cases, to properly main- 
tain its plant and to take advantage of 
new improvements. The railroad indus- 
try, he stated, was currently confronted 
with that problem, especially in the 
purchase of freight cars. Since July 1, 
1955, he reported, the Class I railroads 
had installed about 130,000 news cars, 
and had approximately 100,000 new cars 
row on order. 


“In spite of the difficulties in securing 
Cipital,” he continued, “the railroads 
ae making every effort to provide an 


sdequate freight car fleet to meet shipper 
requirements.” 





Ps 


Trailer-on-flat-car service, was rap- 
idly expanding, and, in addition, several 
railroads were -experimenting with con- 
tainer service, both of which would 
require additional open top cars and, 
in some cases, special cars exclusively for 
a specific type of container, he said. 

Development of new types of passenger 
equipment had pointed to lower initial 
investment, reduced maintenance and 
lowered operating costs, while at the 
same time comfort and safety had been 
stressed, said Mr. May. New develop- 
ments in all types of freight and pas- 
senger car equipment, and especially in 
locomotive design, he said, put the rail- 
roads in a much better position to meet 
today’s increased competition. 


Railroads Told to Prepare New 


If the nation’s railroads were going 
to continue to “handle mass transporta- 
tion better than any other agency” in 
the next 20 years, they would have to 
prepare for it now, said Mr. Smith, of 
the. Norfolk & Western, in his address. 
By 1975, he declared, it would be neces- 
sary for the railroads to have better 
rolling stock that would travel farther 
daily than at present. In order to handle 
the anticipated increase in traffic, he 
added, the railroads must either increase 
their number of freight cars, or utilize 
their present fleet more efficiently than 
it was being used now. 

Cars built from now on, he said, would 
be “carrying the brunt of the burden 
in 1975.” It was therefore necessary, he 
contended, for the railroads “to know 
within the next few years just what we 
are. going to do to eliminate some of 
the undesirable features and compo- 
nent parts of present-day cars.” Some 
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of the improvements needed, he said, 
involved elimination of hot boxes, better 
protection of cars and lading, and im- 
proved draft gears. 

In addition, he said, “the railroads 
particularly need some correct evalua- 
tion of what kinds of gears and cushion 
underframes, and of what capacities for 
shock absorbing are needed properly to 
protect different kinds of commodities.” 

“It is of the utmost importance,” he 
cautioned, “that these problems be solved 
as quickly as possible in order that the 
many freight cars which will be built 
within the next 10 or 15 years may offer 
more protection to the handling of vari- 
ous commodities.” 

Not only should improvements be 
made in the design and construction of 
cars, he said, but better locomotives— 
more dependable in performance and 
with less operating and maintenance 
costs—would be required if the railroads 
were to render better service in the fu- 
ture. 

Another important job for the rail- 
roads if they were to continue as “the 
mass transportation carrier,” he main- 
tained, lay in holding down the cost 
of railroad freight transportation, “even 
in spite of the present strong inflationary 
tendencies.” 

“If the railroads are to be able to 
furnish the kind of transportation serv- 
ice that our country will require in 
1975,” Mr. Smith concluded, “we must 
prepare for it, and too much time is 
not available for that preparation.” 


W. J. Kelly, of A.A.R., Retires June 30; 
Dolan Heads Traffic Statistics Section 


Retirement, on June 30, of Walter 
J. Kelly as vice-president of tne 
traffic department of the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads and 
transfer of the staff of that depart- 
ment to a newly-established traffic 
statistics section in the association’s 
Bureau of Railway Economics, with 
Michael F. Dolan as manager of the 
new section, were announced on 
June 25 by William T. Faricy, presi- 
dent of the A.A.R. 


Mr. Faricy said that Mr. Kelly, on his 
retirement, would be completing nearly 
56 years of railroad service. 

Mr. Dolan has served as secretary of 
the A.A.R. traffic department for a num- 
ber of years. J. Elmer Monroe, a vice- 
president of the A.A.R., is director of the 
Bureau of Railway Economics, in which 
the new traffic statistics section will be 
located. 


In his announcement, Mr. Faricy said: 


“Mr. Kelly entered railroad service in 
September, 1901, in the freight claim de- 
partment of the Illinois Central Railroad 
in Chicago, remaining there until Sep- 
tember, 1907, when he became chief 
claim clerk and chief clerk in the gen- 
eral freight department of the Grand 
Rapids & Indiana Railroad at Grand 
Rapids, Mich. From September, 1918, 
to May, 1919, he was on special duty 
with the U.S. Railroad Administration, 


serving as chief rate clerk and as a mem- 
ber of the advisory committee, Central 
Territory Freight Committee and later 





Walter J. Kelly 


as tariff publishing agent for the US. 
Railroad Administration in Chicago. 


“Mr. Kelly had been associated with 
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the Central Freight Association for more 
than 15 years when he joined the staff 
of the Association of American Rail- 
roads in March, 1937, as assistant to the 
vice-president of the traffic department. 
In October, 1947, he became traffic of- 
ficer of the A.A.R., and in November, 
1947, he was elected vice-president of the 
department. 


“Mr. Dolan, prior to his connection with 
the A.A.R. in 1934, was associated with 
the Seaboard Air Line Railroad in the 
traffic and executive departments. Dur- 
ing World War I, he served in the United 
States Navy.” 


‘Kelly’s U.S. Il’ 

A long-time friend of Mr. Kelly, com- 
menting on Mr. Kelly’s retirement, told 
TRAFFIC WoRLD that “the first tariff gripe” 
which he (Mr. Kelly’s friend) had ever 
heard, “back in 1925,” was aimed at 
“Kelly's U.S. 1”—a combination rule 
(published by Agent Walter J. Kelly 
and still in effect as a tariff of H. R. 


Hinsch) prescribed for use in making 
through freight rates. : 

The man who recalled that “tariff 
gripe” said that for more than 50 years 
Mr. Kelly had been “an outstanding, but 
not always popular, fighter for improved 
rate and tariff conditions.” 

Questioned recently about “Kelly’s U.S. 
1,” Mr. Kelly said he could not now recall 
all the particulars of that tariff. One 
veteran in rail freight ‘tariff work made 
the comment that “it was a good tariff, 
in its day.” 

In the course of the long period of 
years during which legislation to au- 
thorize construction of the St. Lawrence 
seaway was being debated in Congress, 
and some time after such legislation 
finally was enacted, Mr. Kelly wrote a 
number of critical analyses of the proj- 
ect. He contended that estimates of 
the cost of the project, as submitted to 
Congress by its proponents, were far too 
low. Those who have shared his view, 
on this and other aspects of the seaway 
point to recent requests for additional 
funds from Congress to implement the 
seaway project as evidence that Mr. 
Kelly’s contentions as to the ultimate 
project costs were sound. 


Trucking Companies’ Freight Claim Agents 
Exchange Ideas on Paring Loss-Damage 


National Freight Claim Council of A.T.A. Hears Report on Phenomenon 


Of ‘Hydrodynamic Action’ as Factor in Damage to Some Bottled Goods. 


Good ‘Communications’ Advocated. J. L. Hopkins Elected Chairman. 


By E. L. SCHROEDER 


Ralph R. Melendy, left, of Wilton, N.H., retiring chairman of the National Freight Claim Council, 

turns over the gavel to the newly elected chairman of the council, J. L. Hopkins, of Gastonia, N.C. 

Beside Mr. Hopkins, left to right, are: W. L. Dennis, of Johnson City, Tenn., new first vice-chairman; 

John V. Lund, of Akron, O., new second vice-chairman, and John M. Miller, of Washington, D.C., 
executive secretary of the council. 


The men whose job it is to handle 
claims for freight loss and damage 
in the motor carrier industry and to 
strive for reduction of the carrier’s 
outlay for such claims spent most 
of the third week of June discuss- 


ing ways to achieve effective loss and 
damage control. 


Aware of their own and the industry’s 
problems, motor carrier claim agents 
gathered at the Wisconsin hotel, in Mil- 
waukee, Wis., for the twentieth annual 
membership meeting of the National 
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Freight Claim Council of the American 
Trucking Associations, June 18, 19 .nd 
20. The three-day general meeting was 
preceded, on June 16 and 17, by pre’im- 
inary meetings of council officers ing 
committees, and was followed, on June 
21 and 22, by sessions of the Nationa! As. 
sociation of Motor Carrier Weighing .nd 
Inspection Bureaus. 

During the general meeting, co: ngej] 
business was progressed, damage pre en- 
tion methods and claim handling --ere 
discussed by member motor carriers it a 
claim prevention forum, and demon. :ra- 
tions of packing and handling of fr: :ght 
were presented. Between sessions, the 
claim agents spent many hours in cor ver- 
sation, explaining their individual )rob- 
lems and gaining knowledge as to how 
others were solving these problems. 


‘Hydrodynamic Action’ 


A point of special interest on the pro- 
gram came in the course of a claim pre- 
vention forum, when members were ad- 
vised that a phenomenon describe: as 
“hydrodynamic action” might be the 
cause of a “mysterious” increase in dam- 
age to vacuum packed bottled goods, re- 
ported by some motor carriers. Apprised 
of such terms as “water hammer click” 
and “cavitation,” the claim agents were 
told that sudden jolts to vacuum packed 
containers could force liquid contents 
against bottle sides, sometimes hard 
enough to break the glass. The opinion 
was expressed that in the absence of 
“carrier mishandling,” application of bill- 
of-lading provisions covering, among 
other things, “defect or vice of the prod- 
uct” would appear justified when damage 
was caused by “hydrodynamic action.” 

At a luncheon session and at a subse- 
quent banquet, on June 20, “certificates 
of merit” and trophies were presented to 
winners of “outstanding leadership” 
awards in the seventh annual national 
claim prevention contest conducted in the 
trucking industry. At the opening of the 
meeting and during the business sessions 
the council’s chairman, Ralph R. Melen- 
dv, of the Southwestern New Hampshire 
Transportation Co., Wilton, N.H., pre- 
sided. 


Council Officers Chosen 


New officers, elected in the closing bus- 
iness session on June 21, were J. L. Hop- 
kins, of Akers Motor Lines, Gastonia, 
N.C., chairman; W. L. Dennis, of the 
Eastern Tennessee & Western North 
Carolina Transportation Co., Johnson 
City, Tenn., first vice-chairman, and J. V. 
Lund, of Roadway Express, Inc., Akron, 
O., second vice-chairman. 

Opening the sessions on June 18, Mr. 
Melendy counseled the claim agents to 
prepare memorandums for their manage- 
ments, recording the points discussed and 
suggestions made in the meeting. 


“The only reason any individual is 
here,” Mr. Melendy said, “is because the 
management of his company authorized 
and paid for his attendance with the 
expectations that the company would 
realize some benefit from this invest- 
ment. Each of us, therefore, is in Milwau- 
kee on business, and this should not be 
forgotten. You owe it to your manage- 
ment to attend all sessions, take notes, 
and submit a report. .. . Failure to do 
this may lead your management to con- 
clude that its investment in sending you 
to this meeting was an extravagance.” 

At the morning session on June 18, the 
council approved three recommenda‘ ions 
of its committee on freight claim rules. 
These covered revisions to rule 11 con- 
cerning salvage of damaged goods; rule 
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2(;), to correct the definition of “costs” 
of taking depositions to conform to the 
provisions of section 20(12) of the inter- 
st: te commerce act, and rule 19, relating 
to settlement of claims between two or 
more carriers. 

.ction of the national committee on 
fr: ight claim rules in rejecting proposed 
ch .nges in rule 130 to provide a $2 mini- 
m'm on overcharge claims was also ap- 


we 
proved, as was rejection by the national 
committe2 of changes proposed in rule 36, 
relating to notations of shortages or dam- 
ages taken at time of transfer. 

In the afternoon of June 18, the claim 
agents heard discussions and participated 
in open forums on a series of subjects 
relating to claims and to operation of the 
council. Committee reports and business 
reports were also heard. 


N2ed for Good Communications Stressed in Claim Forum 


ffective use of intra-company com- 
mi nications was described as essential in 
dis emination of claim prevention policy 
an procedures, and for adding value to 
da aage prevention forums, in the course 
of 1 forum presentation which occupied 
all of the second day of the council’s 
mi ‘ting. Claim managers on the pro- 
grim also detailed uses of interterminal 
co! munications to achieve control of 
“o.er”’ and “short” freight. 


heft prevention was closely related 
to -upervision, the claim agents were told 


day-long session. Moderator of the panel 
program was J. L. Boies, of the Carolina 
Freight Carriers Corp., Cherryville, N.C. 


Well administered damage prevention 
programs offered one of the greatest po- 
tentials for savings in the motor carrier 
field, but their success depended to a large 
extent on proper communication of claim 
prevention policies and procedures with- 
in trucking firms. This was the advice 
given the claim agents, in the claim pre- 
vention forum, by J. E. Reid, director of 
safety, personnel, claims and insurance 





Winners of first, second and third places in the 1957 national claim prevention contest conducted 
by the National Freight Claim Council of the American Trucking Associations display their trophies, 


a; the twentieth annual membership meeting of the N.F.C.C. in Milwaukee. 


Winners in the Class A 


division of the contest, left to right, front row, are: J. L. Boies, vice-president, Carolina Freight 
Carriers Corp., first place; C. C. Helms, claim agent of Johnson Motor Lines, second place; Dan 
Gusaeff, claim agent of Branch Motor Express Co., and Hugh W. Phillips, Jr., freight claim agent of 
Pilo: Freight Carriers, Inc., tied for third place, and John M. Miller, executive secretary of the 


N.1.C.C. 


From left, in the second row, including winners in Class B, are: C. H. Colyer, manager, 


traffic and transportation department, Oneida, Ltd., chairman of committee of judges of contest; 
{. L. Roberson, claim agent, Miller Motor Express, Inc., first place; Joseph L. McGrory, claim agent, 
Tose, Inc., second place; J. O. Styers claim agent Carolina Motor Express Lines, Inc., third place 


and Dr. Burton C. Crandall of Syracuse University, member of judging committee. 


Class C winners 


in the third row, left to right, are: Wesley M. Raborn, claim agent, Fredrickson Motor Express Corp., 
first place; Frank J. Feehery, claim agent, Wooleyhan Transportation Co., second place, and Fred 
E. Schmidt, claim agent, Husmann & Roper Freight Lines, third place. 


by an insurance company representa- 
live. Formation of a “theft prevention 
committee” by the council was suggested 
by another speaker. 

Water damage to freight was a serious 
problem to motor carriers, but rigid sys- 
tems of inspection and repair could aid in 
its solution, it was asserted. Council mem- 
bers were advised to consider a phenom- 
€non described as “hydrodynamic action” 
in relation to claims for damage to bottled 
products. 


Ten speakers were presented in the 


for Central Motor Lines, Inc., of Char- 
lotte, N.C., and A. J. Hunter, general 
claim agent for Olson Transportation 
Co., of Green Bay, Wis. 

The dollar saved often represented the 
profit for most trucking companies, as- 
serted Mr. Reid, adding that the “biggest 
saving potential” lay in the field of claims, 
personnel, safety and insurance. But, he 
said, the best claim prevention program 
in existence would not work without good 
communications. 


Good communication of claim preven- 
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tion policies, he counseled, must include 
communicating “sideways,” as well as 
from the top to the bottom of an organ- 
ization. He meant by this, he explained, 
that such policies should be carried to 
supervisors on comparable levels in all 
departments of trucking companies. 

Since the claim agents knew best how 
to correct their own problems, he said, 
communication of claim prevention poli- 
cies should begin with them. He advised 
that they sell their programs to manage- 
ment through communications “down 
from the company president to the jan- 
itor and back up.” Asserting that such 
avenues of communications were vitally 
important, he added that there was an- 
other area frequently ignored in many 
companies. 


“T call it sideways communications,” he 
continued. “You have in your companies 
a claim department, a safety department, 
and departments composed of sales, 
maintenance, accounting, traffic, person- 
nel, insurance and others. As communi- 
cations go down from the president to 
the janitor and back up to the presi- 
dent, the boat . . . is completely missed 
(if) supervisors on comparable levels, 
such as your claim prevention supervisor, 
your assistant traffic manager, your aud- 
itor, your operations supervisor, your as- 
sistant maintenance supervisor, etc., for 
some reason do not receive the important 
communications because they went down 
from the president to the janitor and 
back up to the president, but did not go 
sideways. 


“Even if the president of your com- 
pany is 100 per cent on your side, and 
assists you and aids you in ‘ramroding’ 
your program, you will not have com- 
pletely successful communications if you 
ignore your sideways communications.” 


For example, he said, traffic depart- 
ments, while primarily interested in traf- 
fic, were also in contact with freight 
handling employees, billing clerks and 
others who, if reached by “sideways com- 
munications,” would aid the claim agents. 
Salesmen were not usually reached by 
claims department communications, and 
were generally on the customer’s side 
when controversial claims were involved, 
he said. Communications to the mainte- 
nance department should make them 
fully and completely aware of the fact 
that good maintenance could reduce 
claims and save dollars, he declared. 


Rules for Communications 


Mr. Reid listed 10 rules for handling 
communications: (1) Move from the sim- 
ple to the complex; (2) start with famil- 
iar things; (3) start with things the other 
person likes; (4) take one thing at a time; 
(5) go slowly, carefully, deliberately; (6) 
repeat the important things frequently; 
(7) take nothing for granted; (8) be sure 
the other person hears every word; (9) 
explain all potential hazards; (10) use ex- 
amples and comparisons. 


Mr. Hunter attributed his company’s 
success over the years in maintaining a 
low claim ratio “almost entirely” to its 
initial employe training program. Initial 
training of an employe, he maintained, 
had more to do with his future perform- 
ance than any other single factor. 

“Claim prevention,’ he asserted, “is 
basically an operating problem, and your 
claim ratio is nothing more than a re- 
ficction of the degree of efficiency in your 
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operations. A low claim ratio reflects or- 
ganization, training, efficiency, employe 
cooperation, coordination and complete 
control.” 


Causes of Damage Claims 


Among the causes of damage to freight 
in transit, Mr. Hunter said, were improper 
or careless selection or screening of em- 
ployes, lack of training at time of em- 
ployment, complete absence of prevention 
programs, and failure of management to 
recognize the necessity for continuing ed- 
ucational programs for the people who 
made the claim ratios. In his talk, he 
outlined training programs for employes 
carried out by his company and distrib- 
uted forms and tests used in the pro- 
grams. 

One of the benefits of a good initial 
training program, he said, was that new 
employes acquired from the start the 
proper attitude necessary to prevention 
of loss and damage to cargo. Enough time 
had been spent with them to make an 
impression, he said. 

“Even if he is only a wheeler on the 
dock,” he said, “he feels that his job is 
important because someone has taken 
an hour or two of time to show him the 
correct and safe way to do things.” 

Proper selection and screening of em- 
ployes, he advised, also played an impor- 
tant part in securing people with proper 
attitudes. The two major steps of careful 
selection and initial training, he main- 
tained, would provide the industry with a 
better class of workers, more receptive 
to continued programs on training and 
claim prevention because they had been 
properly indoctrinated. 

“Careful selection, initial and constant 
training, continuous year-around pro- 
grams carefully and properly planned 
provide us with better qualified and con- 
tented people,” he concluded. “This brings 
us closer to our goal—fewer claims and a 
lower claim ratio.” 


‘Communication’ to Reduce Claims 


Highly efficient communication for 
rapid correction of human error was a 
“must” in the motor freight business, 
declared Grant D. Nelson, general claims 
manager for Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., 
of Denver, Colo., in outlining his com- 
pany’s use of an automatic teletype sys- 
tem. He was among four speakers on the 
claim prevention forum who related com- 
munications to “over and short pro- 
cedures.” 

Mr. Nelson stated that his company 
regarded its. teletype system as its “auto- 
matic customer relations employe.” As- 
serting that rapid, time-saving commu- 
nication techniques were “essential,” he 
explained: 

“Claim prevention not only serves as an 
aid in the reduction of loss and damage 
claims—it is the medium of gaining cus- 
tomers’ satisfaction in ‘their shipping 
needs.” 


Ringsby, he said, routinely used the 
automatic teletypewriter and a code sys- 
tem to tell originating terminals whether 
each shipment was clear, over or short. 
The system, he said, had been installed 
early this year, and was believed to be 
‘the only system of its type in use by a 
motor carrier firm. 


‘Automation’ Saves Time 


The chief advantages of the system, he 
said, lay in the fact that all transmissions 
were fully automatic, thus eliminating 





conflict for circuit time among terminals. 
The equipment, he explained, consisted 
of automatic senders and receivers, an 
automatic cross-office switching machine, 
and automatic “search and scanning de- 
vices.” The latter, he said, operated in a 
manner similar to radar, scanning the 
system at periodic intervals and auto- 
matically picking out and sending mes- 
sages to the correct receiver. 


Time, he told the claim agents, was “of 
the essence” in the clearing of “over and 
shorts,” since prompt action minimized 
the chance of an overage losing its iden- 
tity. But, he added, while “time” deter- 
mined whether the “over” or “short” 
would be cleared, the cry for years had 
been, “‘There’s not enough time in a day.” 
The solution, he contended, lay in cutting 
the time necessary to perform given 
tasks. 


After relating how his firm’s automatic 
teletypewriter worked to cut actual trans- 
mission time and eliminate congestion, 
he explained that the next step had been 
to minimize the time it took to prepare 
the messages. The use of abbreviations, 
he said, had been the solution to this 
problem. 


Post Card System Aids Checks 


Claims had been reduced by his firm 
through prompt handling of “over” and 
“short” reports, aided by a post card 
system with contract draymen, said Sey- 
mour Holley, claim agent for the Glen- 
denning Motorways, Inc., of St. Paul, 
Minn. He spoke on “Reducing Claim 
Costs Through Prompt Clearance.” 

Contract draymen, he explained, were 
furnished a supply of business post cards 
instead of regular over, short and dam- 
age’reports. This, he added, had increased 
their cooperation. Clearances, he said, 
were not reported by the draymen, but 
were handled by direct post card inquiry 
to consignees. In his talk, he outlined 
this, and other of his company’s pro- 
cedures, for prompt handling of over and 
short freight shipments. 


A telephone clearance procedure for 
over and short freight was described by 
C. M. Stone, of the Associated Truck 
Lines, Inc., of Grand Rapids, Mich. In 
April of 1956, he related, his company had 
decided to replace its teletype system with 
direct telephone connections between its 
22 terminals, a system involving 900 miles 
of private wires on three circuits. Two 
hours daily, he explained, were allotted 
the claim department for conferences in 
which all terminals were connected. In 
his talk, he detailed procedures used in 
preparing for, and carrying through, 
“long-line” O.S. and D. conferences. 

“Wire Services Utilized in Clearance” 
was the subject discussed by Glen Jacobs, 
claim agent for Be-Mac Transport Co., of 
St. Louis, Mo. In his talk, he explained 
his department’s use of such services, and 
summed up the advantayes in three words 
—*speed, convenience and simplicity.” 
He said it was his company’s policy to 
make “thermo-fax” copies of all bills of 
lading. This, he said, had speeded opera- 
tions and “definitely assisted” in reducing 
shortages. 


Lack of Supervision a Loss Factor 


Theft prevention was also given atten- 
tion on the claim prevention forum. 
Ninety per cent of the cargo loss cases 
reported to his company by trucking firms 
were due to lack of supervision, or to 
inadequate supervision over employes and 
cargo handling systems, said Fred A. 
Cardin, cargo loss prevention consultant 
for the Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., of 
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Boston, Mass. In his talk, he suggested 
ways to improve cargo handling syst: ns, 
and to protect trucking companies nd 
shippers from cargo losses. 


Claim agents, Mr. Cardin maintai:ed, 
should have a close working liaison - ith 
those trucking company Officials sho 
hired and trained drivers and dock: en, 
since the agents had a real concerr for 
thorough character checks and for pr per 
training in cargo handling to pre ent 
loss, pilfering and theft from platf::ms 
and trucks. 


“A definite system or program for c_rgo 
handling procedures should be in ° rit- 
ing,” he said. “It can hardly be expc ted 
that an individual can remember a. of 
the things that should be done, anc the 
manner in which they should be done ” 


Cargo handling manuals, he sugge.ted, 
should incorporate instructions or all 
types of paper work connected vith 
freight handling, and on procedures -on- 
cerning ordinary bills of lading, co ‘lect 
shipments, and other types of shipm«nts, 
Each company, he added, should also 
have a definite system for over, short and 
damaged goods, to control handliny of 
any “exception” freight. 


A lighted, fenced area around termi- 
nals, including a gate which could be 
locked during hours the terminal was 
shut down, was advisable to reduce haz- 
ards of loss or theft, he said. He also ad- 
vised bonding of all employes handling 
cargo or cash, and hiring of a watchman, 
possibly in conjunction with other truck- 
ing terminal operators in the vicinity, to 
minimize cost of this protection. 

To reduce hazards in over-the-road 
operation, he recommended the laying out 
of definite routes between terminals, and 


the posting of these routes in writing in 
the drivers’ room. 


“Drivers should not be allowed to se- 
lect their own routes, either on main 
highways or city streets, for going to and 
from terminals,” he said. 


A permanent “theft prevention com- 
mittee” was suggested to the council by 
Dan Gusaeff, of the Branch Motor Ex- 
press Co., New York City, in his talk on 
theft prevention. He also recommended 
that the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
be requested to sponsor regional law en- 
forcement educational conferences an- 
nually, which could be attended by coun- 
cil members, and that the council “give 
serious consideration” to a nationwide 
system of employe screening and finger- 
printing. 

Short jail sentences, and the “ease” 
with which many valuable items could 
be taken from a motor carrier, were listed 
among reasons for an increasing theft 
problem by Mr. Gusaeff. He urged that 
all trucking companies report all thefts 
to both the local police and the F.B.I. “as 
soon as possible,” adding that “you never 
can tell when one might tie in with an- 
other.” 


He also suggested that shippers of val- 
uable items be “encouraged” to eliminate 
advertising on their cartons. The car- 
rier was concerned only with the names 
and addresses of shipper and consignee, 
he said. 


Water Damage Prevention 


Water was an element which cost the 
motor carriers reporting loss and damage 
figures over a half a million dollars in 
1956, said J. O. Styers, claim agent for 
the McLean Trucking Co., of Wins‘on- 
Salem, N.C., in a discussion of way to 
prevent damage by water. The soli ion 
to this problem, he contended, lay me uly 
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ai ng the lines of- solutions to other claim 
pr 2blerms—the education of employes. 

As an example of employe education 
a) ng these lines, he distributed a pam- 
pl let published by his company entitled 
“Check and Double Check.” After point- 
in up the water damage problem with a 
se ies of cartoons, the pamphlet gave spe- 
ci c suggestions to prevent such damage: 

Keep a sharp lookout for defective 


Ps 


trailers:-and ‘have -the- defect’ (no matter . 
how small) repaired promptly. Be sure to 
inspect and water test tarps on open-top 
trailers. If a hole or scuffed place is dis- 
covered, repair at once. Be sure freight 
is not exposed to rain while loading and 
unloading trailers. Be sure trailer doors 
are properly closed after loading. Be sure 
freight cannot get wet while in your 
warehouse.” 


Study Shows Bottle Damage Not Always Carrier Fault 


yn breakage of bottled goods attributed 
to “hydrodynamic action” of the con- 
te ts, and shown not. to have been caused 
by carrier mishandling, the carrier would 
be justified in applying section 1(b) of 
th Uniform Straight Bill of Lading cov- 
er ig “defect or vice of the product,” ac- 
co ling to the weighing and inspection 
bu eau of the California Trucking Asso- 
cic tions, Inc. 

‘his was the conclusion contained in a 
pa er presented by Jack N. Stout, Jr., 
m: nager of the bureau, in the course of 
th claim prevention forum on June 19. 
M:. Stout prefaced distribution of his 
pa. er with explanatory remarks and with 
a (emonstration in which he broke the 
po'tom out of a bottle containing a 
liquid by holding it in one hand and 
striking the cap with the palm of his 
other hand. 

Mr. Stout said “hydrodynamic action” 
was the result of formation and collapse 
of a bubble in the liquid contents of vac- 
uum packed bottled goods, produced by a 
sudden downward acceleration followed 
immediately by a sudden deceleration. 
Breakage of bottles from this action could 
result from cartons being dropped more 
than three inches, he said, adding that 
tests indicated that pressures of 5,000 
pounds per square inch, normally present 
within vacuum packed bottles, would 
increase to 50,000 pounds under normal 
drops, and might go as high as 150,000 
pounds under severe shock. He stated 
that laboratory tests indicated that 
“practical cushioning” had little effect in 
reducing such breakage, but that several 
cases had been reported in which fairly 
good results had been obtained by inver- 
sion packing, especially on narrow- 
necked bottles. 


Text of Paper 


Breakage effects of “hydrodynamic ac- 
tion” had first been indicated in a paper 
presented before the glass division of the 
American Ceramics Society in 1941, but, 
to the best of his knowledge, had not 
been made available to motor carriers be- 
fore, said Mr. Stout. 

The full text of his paper follows: 

“During the past few years the motor 
carrier industry has experienced an in- 
crease in the number of claims filed on 
breakage of bottled products. Consider- 
able time and effort have been expended 
toward reaching conclusions which would 
account for this increase. Carriers have 
made numerous investigations into their 
handling and stowing in an effort to re- 
duce these claims. While some have been 
able to slightly impede the upward trend, 
the problem has until now remained a 


matter of mystery to the motor carrier 
ndustry. 


“Recently, through the cooperation of 
the Glass Container Manufacturers As- 
sociation at San Francisco, Calif., and 
‘he Preston Laboratories, at Butler, Pa., 
information has been made available to 
ne weighing & inspection bureau of the 
‘alifornia Trucking Associations, Inc., 
‘hich should give the motor carriers an 


insight into the reason for an increase in 
the number of claims filed on breakage of 
certain bottled products. 


Vacuum Packing Introduced 


“Several years ago it was not uncom- 
mon for a housewife, while shopping at 
the market, to reject certain bottled food 
products because of slight discoloration 
to the products at the top. Research de- 
veloped that certain food has a tendency 
to discolor when allowed to make contact 
with air over a period of time. The solu- 
tion to this problem was soon reached 
through a process known as ‘vacuum 
packing.’ By bottling the product in vary- 
ing degrees of vacuum, tendency to dis- 
color was controlled or eliminated. 


“While the solution eliminated house- 
wife rejection because of discoloration, 
it created a new problem for the trans- 
portation industry. Reports began to cir- 
culate that for no apparent reason there 
was a noticeable increase of breakage to 
bottled goods. At first it was a simple 
matter to place the total responsibility 
upon the shoulders of the transportation 
companies. Nevertheless, the fact could 
not be ignored that repeated warnings 
as to handling did not reduce the break- 
age. Research developed information 
which pointed out that the relatively new 
process of ‘vacuum packing’ could easily 
account for the rise in claims filed as a 
result of bottle breakage. 


No Simple Solution 

“T. C. Baker, of the Hartford-Empire 
Co., first called this problem to the at- 
tention of the glass industry in 1941, in a 
paper presented before the glass division 
of the American Ceramic Society. This 
paper dealt with the ‘breakage of bottles 
due to hydrodynamic action of the con- 
tents.’ It has been stated that to date 
little has been changed or added to the 
original report. While controlled labora- 
tory tests could reproduce the type of 
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breakage which occurred, up to this time 
continued research has failed to show a 
simple practical solution to the problem. 


Many Successful Products 

“The terms ‘hydrodynamic,’ ‘cavitation,’ 
and ‘water hammer’ are associated with 
forces which may cause breakage in vac- 
uum packed bottles. Rather high ratios of 
bottle breakage have, at times, been re- 
ported on such items as catsups, juices 
(grape, apple, prune, and tomato), baby 
foods, apple sauce, syrups and other 
liquids, semi-liquid or semi-solid pasty 
food products, both in truckload and less- 
than-truckload shipments. 


Water Hammer Impact 


“The force which may cause a ‘hydro- 
dynamic’ or ‘cavitation’ break is best il- 
lustrated by the ‘water hammer’ click. 
L. G. Ghering of the Preston Labora- 
tories reports: 


“‘Water hammer can perhaps best be 
demonstrated by grasping a bottle of 
catsup firmly in one hand and striking it 
on the cap with the other. If you do so, 
you will hear a sharp high-pitched click 
which is distinct from the thud of the 
original blow. This click is the impact of 
the water hammer on the inside of the 
bottle. 


““This impact is produced as follows: 
When the bottle is struck it moves 
sharply downward. The content, momen- 
tarily left behind, moves into the head 
space, producing cavities which are 
sometimes against the lower interior sur- 
face of the bottle, and sometimes in the 
body of the content itself. When the 
bottle begins to lose its downward velocity 
the content returns to its initial position, 
violently collapsing the cavities. If a cav- 
ity is in the body of the fluid, all is well. 
If, however, it is against the wall of the 
bottle (as is often the case), the bottle 
is dealt a substantial internal impact 
which may knock a hole through the 
lower sidewall. 


“*The high force is caused by the pin- 
point collapse of a vacuum bubble, the 
vacuum bubble being originally formed 
by a sudden downward acceleration of 
the bottle or jar. The collapse is produced 
by a downward deceleration. Thus, the 
formation and collapse of the bubble re- 
quires a sudden acceleration followed im- 





In a claim prevention forum of the N.F.C.C., ‘over and short’ procedure and communications were 
discussed by these men. Left to right: Grant D. Nelson, of Ringsby Truck Lines, Denver, Colo.; 
Clements M. Stone, of Associated Truck Lines, Inc., Grand Rapids, Mich.; J. L. Boies, of Carolina 
Freight Carriers Corp., moderator of the discussion and chairman of the council’s national freight 
loss and damage committee; Glen Jacob, of BeMac Transport Co., St. Louis, Mo., and Seymour 
Holley, of Glendenning Motorways, Inc., St. Paul, Minn. 
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mediately by a sudden deceleration.’ It 
is this force which produces the water 
hammer click audible to the ear. 


Normal Handling Produces Damage 


“Damage may occur in handling or 
from unusual shock transmitted in over- 
the-road movement. It has been stated 
there is a good possibility that some bot- 
tles may break from ‘hydrodynamic’ ac- 
tion when the cartons are dropped more 
than three inches. Normal handling drops 
of six to 10 inches will certainly produce 
breakage; exact percentage is not known 
at this time, but estimates vary from four 
to as high as eight per cent, depending 
on the severity of the shock and the ex- 
tent of vacuum used in bottling the prod- 
uct. 

“Strange as it may: seem, the carton 
which will suffer the greatest degree of 
‘hydrodynamic’ action is not the one 
being dropped, in most instances, but the 
carton directly under the one dropped. 
It is a fact that the normal method of 
handling usually applied to general mer- 
chandise cannot be used on certain prod- 
ucts in glass, packed under vacuum, with- 
out producing a high ratio of damage. 


Therefore, it would seem that the normal 


handling blow which occurs during load- 
ing as well as unloading would be suffi- 
cient to cause breakage of the bottles. 
This damage, in the majority of cases, 
would. not be noticed at the exact mo- 
ment of breakage, as it will take time for 
the liquid to leak through the carton. 
This time lapse will vary, dependent upon 
the type of liquid. 


High Claims Ratio 


“High viscosity products will of course 
take a longer time, whereas broken bot- 
tles of semi-solid food may not be dis- 
covered until unpacked. It is seldom pos- 
sible for the handler to know that a 
breakage has occurred, and the damage 
is not usually found until later. If the 
content of a broken bottle were liquid, 
such as juice or syrup, it could flow down 
onto other cartons, causing additional 
loss of cartons and labels as well as pos- 
sible damage to other lading. We know 
of specific cases where this loss will run 
to as many as 50 cases a week On one 
product from one shipper. The usual pro- 
cedure is to then file claim against the 
transportation company for loss of con- 
tents on the broken bottles, as well as 
cost of new cartons, labels and labor to 
recooper. 


“Investigation has revealed that the 
person who may be the best handler, be- 
cause he can stack fast with certain 
rhythmic action, may by reason of this 
ability be the one who is causing the most 
breakage. 


“In the past, personnel responsible for 
handling cases of .bottled goods expected 
a slight amount of damage caused by 
carelessness. Today with the increase in 
reported breakage itis necessary that 
both the shipper and carrier be instructed 
on. the problem of hydrodynamic action, 
for we feel that certainly claims arising 
from breakage under normal handling 
conditions should not be filed against the 
carrier. Without the proper instructions 
on this subject, shippers will continue to 
file all bottle breakage against the car- 
rier and the carrier will continue to ac- 
cept this liability. 

“Tests have disclosed packing the prod- 
uct under high vacuum would have a con- 


tributing effect on the breakage, In 
other “words, those products which .are 
packed under high ‘vacuum’ are more 
susceptible to ‘hydrodynamic’ breakage. 
There is,some belief that de-aeration of 
the product could have an adverse effect, 
as it appears the less gas contained with- 
in the product, the greater the chances 
of water hammer breakage. 


Factors That Decrease Breakage 


“Several cases have been reported 
where fairly good results have been ob- 
tained by inversion packing, especially on 
narrow-necked bottles. This method of 
packing is limited. As most shippers 
have their bottle caps printed for sales 
appeal, contact of the caps with the cor- 
rugation of the container will produce 
friction burns or marring of the print and 
give to the cap an appearance of being 
shopworn. In other cases shippers are 
reluctant to continually expose their food 
product to the closure and seal which 
is required for this type of packing. 

“Where inversion packing is used you 
may normally expect to find that a ‘vac- 
uum’ packed product will withstand a 
greater drop than those packed in the 
standard upright position. Where prac- 
tical, this method of inversion packing 
should be followed. 


Cushioning Has No Effect 


“It is reported by laboratory test that 
the amount of practical cushioning will 
have little effect in reducing ‘hydro- 
dynamic’ breakage. In some cases addi- 
tion of practical cushioning will even in- 
crease the shock by reason of a secondary 
force produced when the cushion reacts 
with its opposite force counteracting the 
drop. 

“Tests performed to date seem to indi- 
cate that ‘hydrodynamic’ action is largely 
a matter of the product and not the bot- 
tles. It is believed that a pressure of 5,000 
pounds per square inch normally present 
within a bottle after packing will increase 
to 50,000 pounds under normal drops and 
may go as high as 150,000 pounds per 
souare inch under severe shock to vac- 
uum packed products. At present no re- 
liable test exists to determine bottle re- 
sistance to ‘hydrodynamic’ breakage. 


Recognizing Type of Breakage 

“It should be brought to your attention 
at this point that not all bottle breakage 
is a result of ‘hydrodynamic’ action. 
There are characteristic types of breaks 
resulting from an external abnormal 
blow. . . . Tests so far show the majority 
of breakage from ‘hydrodynamic’ action 
to occur at the bottom heel of the bottles 
at the side. Under shock, ‘water hammer’ 
pressure is greatest in this area on stand- 
ard upright packing. Broken pieces of 
glass from this ‘hydrodynamic’ action 
typically resemble rose petals. 


“The type of breakage which is a result 
of an abnormal blow shows a shattering 
effect with an extensive number of broken 
pieces present, and no composite picture 
to the break design. The breakage pattern 
to the bottle, in this case, seems to run 
at random in a helter-skelter maze of 
cracks. ‘Hydrodynamic’ breakage tends 
to result in a relatively few number of 
cracks forming partial or complete design 
of a rose. (Cases have been observed 
where this crack under ‘water hammer’ 
action ran as a single line around the 
base of the bottle, causing the bottom 
to drop out.) 


Conclusions Reached 


“We feel that further research will ul- 
timately solve the problem. It should 


TRAFFIC Wortp 


no longer be expected that the transpor- 
tation companies will continue to as. 
sume full responsibility for all boitle 
breakage. 

“It is this bureau’s opinion, on break- 
age attributed to ‘hydrodynamic’ act'on, 
and not. caused by carrier mishandling, 
that the carrier would be justified in 
applying section 1(b) of the Uniform 
Straight, Bill of Lading covering ‘ 
defect or vice of the product.’” 


Sessions on the final day were ope neq 
with a claim liability clinic, over w! ich 
John M. Miller, of Washington, I:C, 
executive secretary of the council, »re- 
sided. He presented Louis Silver, an at- 
torney from Jersey City, N.J.. who re- 
ported to the members the status of a 
claim liability court case—Eastern \Vo- 
tor Express, Inc. (now Eastern Expr ss) 
vs. A. Maschmeyer, Inc.—involving 1: aky 
drums. Mr. Silver, it was explained, was 
representing the council in its inter-ven- 
tion in the case as a “friend of the 
court.” 


Appeal From District Court 


The federal district court for the 
southern district of New York, Mr. Silver 
said, had handed down a decision ad- 
verse to Eastern, finding that a carrier 
could not recover, from the owner of 
drums being transported, damages to 
other freight resulting from leakage of 
such drums, attributed solely to metal 
fatigue. That decision, he said, was 
presently being appealed to the US, 
Court of Appeals for the Second Dis- 
trict. 

The council’s main concern as “friend 
of the court,” he continued, was to seek 
a reversal of a decision which it felt 
might jeopardize the position of the 


motor carrier industry in future cases. 

“A judicial interpretation which fails 
to achieve the objective of fostering 
safety and economy or facility in han- 
dling is highly undesirable for the entire 
industry, or those related thereto,” he 
said. 


After a demonstration of the correct 
handling of ornamental iron shipments 
by Lewis Curtis, of the Tennessee Fab- 
ricating Co., Memphis, Tenn., shipper 
guests at the meeting were introduced. 
These included: S. E. Kantowicz, of 
Spiegel, Inc., Chicago, chairman of the 
claims and claim prevention committee 
cof the Chain Store Traffic League; E. F. 
Monahan, manager of the claims division 
of Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chicago; Eu- 
gene Landis, of the International 
Mineral & Chemical Corp., Chicago, 
chairman of the committee on freight 
loss and damage of the National Indus- 
trial Traffic League, and M. I. Adams, 
traffic manager of Cutler Hammer, Inc., 
Milwaukee. 


Mr. Kantowitz told about formation 
of a claims bureau by the C.S.T.L. 
(T.W., June 8, p. 39). Results of a 
questionnaire to be sent league mem- 
bers would not be used to “boycott” any 
specific carriers, he said, but he added 
that the answers would pinpoint carriers 
with bad claim records. Results of the 
survey, he said, might be made available 
to carriers. 


Mr. Landis told the claim agents t0 
regard themselves as part of their com- 
panies’ sales forces. One of the greatest 
services they could render, he counseled, 
was prompt payment of legitimate 
claims. 

At the closing session, the afternoon 
of June 20, election of officers 100k 
place, and the report of the committee 
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resolutions was presented by its 
airman, L. T. Osborn. The resolutions 
in-luded tributes in memory of council 
mbers who had died within the last 
year, and expressions of gratitude to 
iiges in the council’s national claim 
vention contest, to firms which had 
vated gifts as door prizes at the meet- 

_ and to the hotel’s management. 


‘he next annual meeting of the coun- 
it was announced, would be held at 
«nver, Colo., in June, 1958. 


Claim Committee Elected 


lected at the closing session with the 
) neil’s new officers as regional chair- 
1 of the group’s national freight claim 
imittee were: J. R. Pelto, of the 
idle Atlantic Transportation Co., New 
: tain, Conn., region 1; Dan Gusaeff, 
Branch Motor Express, New York 
iy, region 2; Joseph McGrory, of Tose, 
Bridgeport, Pa., region 3; E. L. 
yerson, of Miller Motor Express, Inc., 
irlotte, N.C., region 4; M. M. Long, 
rhe Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., Kings- 
» t, Tenn., region 5; W. F. Carroll, of 
,.tern Express, Inc., Terre Haute, Ind., 
recion 6. 
Harry Bulloch, of Hill Lines, Amarillo, 
:., region 7; L. T. Osborn, of the Santa 
e Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, 
an., region 8; Seymour Holley, of Glen- 
nning Motorways, Inc., St. Paul, Minn., 
eion 9; R. G. Waters, of Garrett 
‘eightlines, Inc., Pocatello, Ida., region 
- R. V. Walker, Pacific Intermountain 
Express, Oakland, Calif., region 12; and 
J. C. Beuker, of Doyle Freight Lines, 
Saginaw, Mich., region 13. 


Committee Members 


Members of the committee from the 
13 regions of the council were also 
elected as follows: 


Region 1: L. D. Bailey, St. Johnsbury 
Trucking Co., Cambridge, Mass.; Allen 
Carlson, New England Transportation 
Co., Boston, Mass.; Marshall Hall, Mar- 
cell’s Motor Express Co., Burlington, Vt.; 
C. L. Fox, Fox & Ginn, Inc., Bangor, 
Me.; W. J. Meuser, National Transporta- 
tion Co., Bridgeport, Conn.; Max Mar- 
golin, Boston & Taunton Transportation 
Co., South Boston, Mass.; Dana Lincoln, 
Alger Bros., Medford, Mass., and H. O. 
MacDonald, Lombard Bros., Inc., Water- 
bury, Conn. 


Region 2: G. F. Himsel, Liberty Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., Secaucus, N.J.; Jack 
Reustle, American Freightways Co., 
Brooklyn, N.Y.; Dave Scheckter, Asso- 
ciated Transport, Inc., New York City; 
Milton Cook, C & C Trucking Co., Tarry- 
town, N.Y.; Ed Lynch, Red Star Express 
Lines of Auburn, Inc., Auburn, N.Y.; 
John Curran, Dorn’s Transportation Co., 
Rensselaer, N.Y.; John De Fabio, Shaw- 
mut Transportation Co., Brooklyn, N.Y.; 
G. Weinstock, Yale Transport Corp., New 
York City; N. Kronenfeld, Apex Express, 
Inc., Perth Amboy, NwJ.; D. Lewis, 
Eastern Freightways, Inc., Carlstadt, 
N.J.; L. Hyman, Chicago Express, Inc., 
New York City; John Jamison, Endres 
Delivery, Inc., Buffalo, N.Y., and M. Le 
Bowski, Boss Linco Lines, Inc., Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

Region 3: B. R. Manning, Baltimore 
Transfer Co., Baltimore, Md.; L. A. Fitz- 
water, Accelerated Transport-Pony Ex- 
press, Hagerstown, Md.; Dale Snyder, 
Motor Freight Express, York, Pa.; Walter 
Biedzynski, Davidson Transfer & Stor- 
aze Co., Baltimore, Md.; C. R. Dillen, 
Ward Trucking, Altoona, Pa.; J. M. 
Sarosky, Karns Transfer, Inc., Hazleton, 
Pa.; F. F. Feehery, Wooleyhan Transpor- 
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tation Co., Wilmington, Del.; W. J. Barth, 
Elkton Trucking Co., Elkton, Md., and 
William Nicholas, Bell Lines, Charleston, 
W.Va. 

Region 4: W. A. Miles, Atlanta-New 
Orleans Motor Freight Co., Atlanta, Ga.; 
C. P. Cole, Brooks Transportation Co., 
Richmond, Va.; R. L. McCourry, Great 
Southern Trucking Co., Jacksonville, Fla.; 
J. L. Boies, Carolina Freight Carriers 
Corp., Cherryville, N.C.; H. W. Phillips, 
Jr., Pilot Freight Carriers, Inc., Winston- 
Salem, N.C.; T. A. Henslee, weighing and 
research service of the Southern Motor 
Carrier Rate Conference, Atlanta, Ga.; 
J. O. Styers, McLean Trucking Co., 
Winston-Salem, N.C., and C. C. Helms, 
Johnson Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte, 
N.C. 

Region 5: E. H. Blake, Huber & Huber 
Motor Express, Louisville, Ky.; J. R. 
Hansson, Dixie Highway Express, Merid- 
ian, Miss.; T. M. Wallace, Gordon Trans- 
ports, Inc., Memphis, Tenn.; H. S. Ger- 
regano, Hoover Motor Express Co., Nash- 
ville, Tenn.; T. R. Hooper, Jack Cole Co., 
Inc., Birmingham Ala. and J. G. 


Manning, Bowling Green Express, Bowl- 
ing Green, Ky. 

M. A. Wilson, Mercury 
South Bend, Ind.; 


Region 6: 


Motorways, Ri Ds 





Jack Stout, Jr. (left), manager of the weighing 
and inspection bureau of the California Trucking 
Associations, Los Angeles, discuss relationship 
of ‘hydrodynamic action’ to bottle breakage, with 
J. O. Styers, of the McLean Trucking Co., Win- 
ston-Salem, N.C. Mr. Styers spoke on steps taken 
by his company to combat water damage to 
freight, in a forum session of the National 
Freight Claim Council. 


Hardesty, Motor Freight Corp., Terre 
Haute, Ind.; E. J. Freemuth, Spector 
Freight System, Inc., Chicago, Ill.; Joe 
Coblens, Days Transfer, Inc., Elkhart, 
Ind.; A. J. Evenson, Decatur Cartage 
Co., Chicago; W. R. Federlee, Indiana 
Motor Rate & Tariff Bureau, Indian- 
apolis; Don Awbrey, Security Cartage 
Co., Fort Wayne, Ind.; J. N. Strickler, 
Central Motor Freight Weighing and 
Inspection Bureau, Chicago; William 
Prine, O. I. M. Transit Corp., Fort 
Wayne; William Solak, Midwest Freight 
Forwarding Co., Chicago; J. Hawley, 
Clemans Truck Lines, Inc., South Bend, 
and E. L. Slater, Melvin Trucking Co., 
Peoria, Ill. 

Region 7: D. G. Griffin, Southwestern 
Motor Freight Bureau, Dallas, Tex.; E. 
D. Trust, Couch Motor Lines, Inc., 
Shreveport, La.; H. B. McManus, South- 
western Transportation Co., Texarkana, 
Tex.; A. B. Bray, East Texas Motor 
Freight Lines, Dallas, and Howard Gill, 
Strickland Transportation Co., Dallas. 

Region 8: G. E. Roberts, Watson Bros. 
Transportation Co., Omaha, Neb.; Fred 
Schmidt, Husmann & Roper Freight 
Lines, St. Louis, Mo.; R: R. Sullivan, 
Des Moines Transportation Co. Des 
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Moines, Ia.; T. Archer, Yellow Transit 
Inc., Kansas City, Mo.; T. A. Jelinek, 
Union Freightways, Omaha; Harry Ra- 
sure, Mississippi Valley Claim Confer-: 
ence, St. Louis; C. E. Martin, Campbell 
“66” Express, Inc., Springfield, Mo.; 
L. M. LaForte, Indianapolis-Kansas City 
Motor Express, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., 
and Frank Rabuse, Motor Carrier 
Weighing and Inspection Bureau, Kan- 
sas City, Mo. 

Region 9: A. J. Hunter, Olson Trans- 
portation Co., Green Bay, Wis.; A. W. 
Aish, Buckingham Transportation Co., 
Rapid City, S.D.; E. Van Hyle, Express 
Freight Lines, Inc., Milwaukee; Robert 
Riter, Raymond Motor Transport, Inc., 
Minneapolis, Minn.; R. P. Brown, Steffke 
Freight Co., Wausau, Wis. 

Region 10: Claude Pitts, Carbon 
Motorways, Inc., Salt Lake City, Utah; 
Donald Blair, Denver-Chicago Trucking 
Co., Denver, Colo. 


Region 11: W. G. King, Inland Motor 
Freight, Spokane, Wash.; Leo Cassidy, 
claim and weight bureau, Oregon Motor 
Transport Association, Portland, Ore.; 
R. E. Healow, Northwest Freight Lines, 
Billings, Mont.; N. L. McGoun, Wash- 
ington Motor Transports Association, 
Seattle, Wash.; Frank Shea, Lee & 
Eastes, Seattle, and H. C. Brown, Con- 
solidated Freightways Inc., Portland. 


Region 12: Jack Stout, California 
Trucking Associations, Inc., Los Angeles, 
Calif.; James Stewart, Western Truck. 
Lines, Ltd., Los Angeles, and Lewis 
Biondi, Delta Lines, Inc., Emeryville, 
Calif. 


Region 13: Max Demaray, Transamer- 
ican Freight Lines, Detroit, Mich.; B. H. 
Parke, Norwalk Truck Line Co., Norwalk, 
O.; R. H. Miller, Earl C. Smith, Inc., 
Port Huron, Mich.; W. J. Fisher, White 
Owl Express, Inc., Pontiac, Mich.; J. H. 
McGuckin, Motor Cargo, Inc., Akron, O.; 
Harry Shriner, Duff Truck Lines, Lima, 
O.; R. E. Miller, W. L. Mead, Inc., Nor- 
walk; C. M. Stone, Associated Truck 
Lines, Inc., Grand Rapids, Mich., and 
Paul Buckner, Haeckl’s Express Inc., 
Hamilton, O. 


Also named to the national freight 
claim committee, as “members-at-large,” 
were former chairmen of the council: 
G. J. Jacob, Be-Mac Transport Co., St. 
Louis, Mo.; Max Cooke, McLean Truck- 
ing Co., Winston-Salem, N.C.; H. D.: 
Lorance, Super Service Motor Freight 
Co., Nashville, Tenn.; W. P. Downey, 
Eastern Motor Dispatch, Columbus, O.; 
W. D. McLain, The Mason & Dixon Lines, 
Inc., Kingsport, Tenn., and R. R. Me- 
lendy, Southwestern New Hampshire 
Transportation Co., Wilton, N.H. 


Other Committees Named 


Members of the national freight claim 
committee elected to the appeals com- 
mittee were Mr. Melendy, chairman, Mr. 
Jacob and Mr. Trust. 


Arbitration committee members, also 
elected from members of the claim com- 
mittee were: Mr. Long, chairman, and 
Messrs. Lorance, H. C. Brown, Downey, 
Helms, McManus and Walker. 


Trophies to winners to the “outstand- 
ingleadership” awards in the 1956 na- 
tional claim prevention contest, the 
seventh annual such competition con- 
ducted in the trucking industry by the 
National Freight Claim Council of the 
A.T.A., were presented at a banquet, the 
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night of June 20. “Certificates of merit” 
for performance in the contest had 
been presented, at a luncheon on that 
day, to a total of 74 motor carrier com- 
panies, including the top winners. 
Presentation of the awards was made 
by C. H. Colyer, manager, traffic and 
transportation department, Oneida, Ltd., 
Oneida, N.Y., chairman of the judging 
committee. Other judges in the contest 
were Dr. Burton B. Crandall, of Syracuse 
University, Syracuse, N.Y., and Vincent 
L. O’Donnell, executive secretary of the 
Private Carrier Conference of the A.T.A., 
Washington, D.C. Participating in the 
presentation ceremonies was Mr. Miller, 
the executive secretary of the N.F.C.C. 


‘Top’ Awards 


Winners of first, second and third 
places in each of three gross revenue 
classes (A—$8 million annually and over, 
B—$3 to 8 million, and C—less than $3 
million) were: 

Class A: First, Carolina Freight Car- 
riers Corp., Cherryville, N.C. (J. L. Boies, 
vice-president claims); second, Johnson 
Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte, N.C. (C. C. 
Helms, claim agent); third, a tie be- 
tween Branch Motor Express Co., New 
York City (Dan Gusaeff, claim agent) 
and Pilot Freight Carriers, Inc., Win- 
ston-Salem, N.C. (Hugh W. Phillips, Jr., 
freight claim agent). 

Class B: First, Miller Motor Express, 
Inc., Charlotte, N.C. (E. L. Roberson, 
claim agent); second, Tose, Inc., Bridge- 
port, Pa., (J. L. McGrory claim agent); 
third, Carolina Motor Express Lines, 
Inc. (J. O. Styers, claim agent). 

Class C: First, Fredrickson Motor Ex- 
press Corp., Charlotte, N.C. (Wesley M. 
Raborn, claim agent); second, Wooley- 
han Transport Co., Wilmington, Del. 
(Frank J. Feehery, claim agent); third, 
Husmann & Roper Freight Lines, St. 
Louis, Mo. (Fred E. Schmidt, claim 
agent). 

Special recognition for an outstand- 
ing claim prevention program was ac- 
corded in class B to Davidson Transfer 
& Storage Co., of Baltimore, Md. 
(Walter Biedzynski, claim agent). 


‘Certificates of Merit’ 


“Certificates of merit” for performance 
in the 1956 claim prevention, for com- 
panies other than the top winners, were 
presented to the following (the carrier’s 


revenue class—A, B, or C—being shown 


after its name in each instance): 

Accelerated Transport-Pony Express. 
Hagerstown, Md. (B); Akers Motor Lines, 
Inc., Gastonia, N.C. (A); American 
Freightways Co., Brooklyn, N.Y. (C); 
Associated Truck Lines, Inc., Grand 
Rapids, Mich. (A); Atlanta-New Orleans 
Motor Freight Co., Atlanta, Ga. (B); Be- 
Mac Transport Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo. 
(B); Blair Transit Co., Pontiac, Mich. 
(B); Brooks Transportation Co., Inc., 
Richmond, Va. (B). 

C & D Motor Delivery Co., Cincinnati, 
O. (B); Central Freight Lines, Inc., Waco, 
Tex. (A); Central Motor Lines, Inc., 
Charlotte, N.C. (A); Century-Matthews 
Motor Freight, Inc., Duluth, Minn. (C); 
Chippewa Motor Freight, Inc., Eau Claire, 
Wis. (C); Jack Cole Co., Inc., Birming- 
ham, Ala. (B); C. A. Conklin Truck Line, 
Toledo, O. (B); Cooper Motor Lines, Inc., 
Greenville, S.C. (B); W. T. Cowan, Inc., 
Baltimore, Md. (B). 


Decatur Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill. (B); 
Des Moines‘ Transportation Co., Inc., 


Des Moines, Ia. (B); Duff Truck Line, 
Lima, O. (C); Dundee Truck Line, Inc., 
Toledo, O. (C); Eastern Tennessee & 
Western North Carolina Transportation 
Co., Johnson City, Tenn. (B); East 
Texas Motor Freight Lines, Dallas, Tex. 
(A); Eastern Express, Inc., Terre Haute, 
Ind. (A); Eastern Motor Dispatch, Inc., 
Columbus, O. (B); Eastern Freight 
Lines, Inc., Milwaukee, Wis. (C). 

Freight, Inc., Akron, O. (C); Gillette 
Motor Transport, Inc., Dallas, Tex. (B); 
Gordon Transports, Inc., Memphis, Tenn. 
(A); Hart Motor Express, Inc., Minne- 
apolis, Minn. (C); Huber & Huber Motor 
Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky. (A); Illi- 
nois-California Express, Denver, Colo. 
(A); Inter-City Trucking Co., Johnson 
City, Tenn (C); M & M Transportation 
Co., Somerville, Mass. (A); The Mason 
and Dixon Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn. 
(A); Masten Trucking Co., Inc., Milford, 
Del. (C). 

McLean Trucking Co., Winston-Salem, 
N.C. (A); Middle Atlantic Transporta- 
tion Co., New Britain, Conn. (A); Mid- 
west Freight Forwarding Co., Chicago, 
Ill. (C); Motor Cargo, Inc., Akron, O. 
(A); Motor Freight Corp., Terre Haute, 
Inc. (C); The New Dixie Lines, Inc., 
Richmond, Va. (C); Olson Transporta- 
tion Co., Green Bay, Wis. (A); Perki- 
omen Transfer, Inc., Allentown, Pa. (C); 
Ringsby Truck Line, Inc., Denver, Colo. 
(A); Riss & Co., Inc., Kansas City, Mo. 
(A); Roadway Express, Inc., Akron, O. 
(A). 

Saginaw Transfer Co., Inc., Saginaw, 
Mich. (B); Service, Inc., Winston-Salem, 
N.C. (C); Earl C. Smith, Inc., Port Huron, 
Mich. (C); The H. T. Smith Express Co., 
Wallingford, Conn. (C); Southwestern 
Transportation Co., Texarkana, Tex. (B); 
Sunset Motor Lines, San Angelo, Tex. 
(B); Super Service Motor Freight Co., 
Nashville, Tenn. (A); Suwak Trucking 
Co., Washington, Pa. (C); Taylor’s Ex- 
press Co., Haverhill, Mass. (C); Thurston 
Motor Lines, Inc., Wilson, N.C. (B). 

Whitfield Transportation, Inc., El Paso, 
Tex. (C); Wilson Freight Forwarding 
Co., Cincinnati, O. (A); Yale Transport 
Corp., New York City, (B); Yellow 
Transit Freight Lines, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo. (A); Youngblood Truck Lines, Inc., 
Fletcher, N.C. (C); Yule Truck Lines, 
Inc., Milwaukee, Wis. (C). 


A.T.A. Asks Higher Minimum 
On Accident Reporting Sum 


The American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., has announced that its executive 


committee has empowered the A.T.A. 
staff to seek a change in the minimum 
amount of damage governing the report- 
ing of property damage accidents to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission from 
the present $100 to $250. 


The A.T.A. said that a subcommittee 
which studied the resolution said that 
the $250 was in conformity with I.C.C. 
requirements for the reporting of rail- 
road accidents and represented about 
the same amount of damage today as 
the $100 minimum did in 1939. The 
change, it said, was requested by the 
District of Columbia Trucking Associa- 
tion, Inc. 


In other action, the executive com- 
mittee agreed to act with the National 
Safety Council in co-sponsoring presen- 
tation of a standard for reporting motor 
transport accident statistics to the Amer- 
ican Standards Association, the A.T.A. 
said. 


TRAFFIC Wonrtp 


Another resolution, according to the 
A.T.A., provides for “the interchange of- 
liaison officials between A.T.A. and 
NS.C.” It would have the A.T.A. ap- 
point a staff member and the A.7 A, 
council of safety supervisors would elect 
or appoint one of its members to it- 
tend meetings of the N.S.C. commer: ia] 
vehicle section executive commit*ee, 
Representatives of the latter two groups 
would serve in the same capacity with 
the governing body of the council of 
safety supervisors. 

A grant of $5,000 to the Boy Scout: of 
America to assist in the “1958 Sa‘cty 
Good Turn” service project also was :n- 
nounced by the A.T.A. The Scout proj- 
ect has as its purpose to conserve hurnan 
lives through safety education. 


Carriers Launch Programs 


In Terminal Efficiency 


The Regular Common Carrier Con/er- 
ence of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, Inc., has announced that a sew 
training program in terminal efficiency 
developed by it with the Jam Handy 
Organization “will shortly be in use” 
at the terminals of eight midwesiern 
common carrier truck lines. 

The conference said the kick-off meet- 
ing, “to train company representatives 
in the use of sound-slide film developed 
for the program,” was held June 1i at 
Kansas City, Mo. The initial trainer 
sessions were held June 19 at Milwaukee, 
Wis., and June 25 at Cleveland, O. Fur- 
ther training meetings have been set for 
July 16 at Indianapolis, Ind., and July 
18 at Chicago, Ill. 

The chairman of the operations com- 
mittee directing the project is A. A, 
Fowler, Sr., president of the Indian- 
apolis-Kansas City Motor Express Co., 
Kansas City. 

At the Kansas City meeting, “and now 
prepared to give the training programs 
for freight handlers in terminals in their 
own companies,” the conference said, 
were the following men: 

John F. Jamison, director of safety 
and personnel, Byers Transportation Co., 
Inc., Kansas City; Jim Graves, terminal 
manager, Graves Truck Line, Kansas 
City, Kan.; Karl K. Boyd, director of 
claims and safety, Prucka Transporta- 
tion, Inc., Omaha, Neb.; Don A. Baum, 
assistant general manager, Bruce Motor 
Freight, Inc., Des Moines, Ia.; Mark 
Robeson, vice-president—personnel, Yel- 
low Freight Lines, Inc., Kansas City, and 
Goland Settin, vice-president, Capitol 
Truck Line, Inc., Kansas City, Kan. 


Transport Unit of A.R.F. 


Holds Two-Day Conference 


As it opened a two-day conference 
June 24 at the Hotel Utah in Salt Lake 
City, Utah, the transportation committee 
of the American Retail Federation said 
it would “discuss the effect of proposals 
now pending before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and legislation t0 
amend the interstate commerce act.” 

The chairman of the committee, 
Richard Webber, traffic manager of 
Spiegel, Inc., of Chicago, IIl., saic the 
members also would study pickup-and- 
delivery restrictions in labor contracts 
of shippers “which impede the free flow 
of merchandise to consumers.” 

James G. Michaux, general counsel of 
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the federation, was to report on the 
status of the so-called Rocky Mountain 
aod Galveston Truck Line cases before 
the I.C.C., and Charles A. Washer, traffic 
nanager of the federation, was to tell 
o the results of the federation’s study 
o: L.C.L. shipments by retailers. 


Canadian Board Dismisses 
f pplication for Reduced 
Feight Rates on Rapeseed 


The Board of Transport Commis- 
simmers for Canada, by a judgment 
ir its file No. 30637.2, involving an 
a plication of J. Gordon Ross Syn- 
d:ate that rates on rapeseed from 
w stern Canada for export to east- 
er. and western Canadian ports be 
sé so as to assure farmers a net 
recsurn of 3% cents to 4 cents at a 
ccuntry elevator, has rejected the 
al plication. 

‘the judgment was written by Com- 
missioner Knowles. It was concurred 
in by Commissioners Chase and Shep- 
ara. 

Sommissioner Knowles said that it 
was a worthy objective to encourage 
western farmers to grow rapeseed “and 
to almost guarantee” them the net return 
suggested. The difficulty, however, he 
said, appeared to be that, even if the 
freight rates were lowered “no one can 
foresee what the lake or ocean rates, 
nor what the various additional charges 
such as insurance, storage, stevedoring, 
wharfage, etc., will be; nor would there 
be any surety that the crop could be 
marketed.” 

He added that any one of the enumer- 
ated items could be changed overnight 
and “there is no control over them.” It 
was only because there was regulation 
of freight rates that the applicant applied 
to the board, he declared. 

“The board has held, however, on 
many occasions in the past that it has 
no power to equalize economic or com- 
petitive conditions, nor to adjust freight 
rates so that the producer or the trader 
can make a specified profit on his goods,” 
said Commissioner Knowles. “Much ir- 
relevant evidence of the latter type was 
introduced in this case, but the actual 
issue is whether, as a fact, the present 
freight rates on rapeseed and its prod- 
ucts are just and reasonable for the 
service performed. 

“Considering the foregoing rates and 
the revenues per ton-mile on rapeseed 
for export, I would find that the present 
rates were not shown to be unreasonable. 
I would make the same finding of fact 
with regard to the domestic rates on 
rapeseed for crushing purposes and the 
domestic and export rates on rapeseed 
oil and rapeseed meal. The application, 
therefore, should be dismissed.” 


Session on Nuclear Power 
For Merchant Ships Is Set 


The application of nuclear power to 
the propulsion of merchant ships will be 
‘he subject of a symposium to be con- 
cucted July 30 by the Maritime Admin- 
i tration, the Department of Commerce 
and the Atomic Energy Commission. It 


will be held in the General AcCounting 
Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

The Maritime Administration said the 
day-long meeting of: representatives 
of U.S. shipping lines and government 
nuclear and maritime officials would be 
sponsored by the joint group established 
by the M.A. and A.E.C. to carry on mari- 
time nuclear projects. The M.A. said the 
three principal objectives of the sympo- 
sium were: 

“(1) To acquaint top shipping policy 
makers with the state of the art of 
nuclear ship propulsion. 

“(2) To explore and discuss opera- 
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tional problems of nuclear-powered 
merchant ships in foreign commerce. 

“(3) To meet with the leaders of the 
American merchant marine industry to 
gain the benefit of their views and dis- 
cuss the outlook for nuclear propulsion 
to meet their specific requirements and 
to discuss and advise on the possibility 
of shipping lines and tanker operators 
participating in the nuclear ship pro- 
pulsion program.” 


‘Creed for Transportation’ Involving Four 
Basic Goals Proposed by Monon President 


Addressing Chicago Chapter of Delta Nu Alpha at Annual Dinner, 
Warren W. Brown Expresses Hope That Railroads and Truck Lines 
Will Realize They ‘Have Much in Common’ and Will ‘Join Hands.’ 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


The users and the producers of 
transportation could add to their 
respective potentials by working to 
strengthen the ability of the motor 
common carriers and the railroads 
to compete, said Warren W. Brown, 
president of the Monon Railroad, at 
the annual dinner meeting of the 
Chicago Chapter of the Delta Nu Al- 
pha Transportation Fraternity, June 
20 at the Palmer House, Chicago. 

Titling his talk “A Creed for Trans- 


portation,” Mr. Brown outlined specific 
goals which, he said, would bring about 
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improvements in transportation, and 
urged people in transportation “indi- 
vidually and collectively” to keep these 
goals before them. Delta Nu Alpha, he 
asserted, offered the best common ground 
on which transportation people could 
create a better understanding of each 
other’s needs. He suggested that the 
fraternity consider creating a consulting 
membership group, and that it solicit 
corporate contributions to strengthen its 
position and carry forward its work. 


Officers Are Installed 


Carl W. Koehn, of the La Salle Exten- 
sion University, Chicago, was installed 
as president of the chapter at the meet- 
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New officers of the Chicago Chapter No. 40 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity are 
shown here with participants in the annual dinner program, seated, from left: Harold Schieber, of 
the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, secretary; Carl Koehn, of the LaSalle Extension University, presi- 
dent; Walter Knorst, of the International Minerals & Chemical Co., retiring president, and Ernest 


Henson, of the Dow Chemical Co., first vice-president. 


Standing, from left: Robert Blocki, of the 


Kraf: Foods Co., second vice-president; William Curtis, of the Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Co., 

treasurer; Warren W. Brown, president of the Monon Railroad, the principal speaker; John W. 

Scot?, vice-president, traffic, of the Kansas City Southern Lines, Kansas City, Mo., national president 

o: the fraternity; Harold Dalzell, of the Hickman-Williams Co., financial secretary, and William 
Ballou, D.N.A. regional vice-president. 
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ing. He succeeded Walter Knorst, of the 
International Minerals & Chemical Co. 
John W. Scott, of Kansas City, Mo., 
vice-president, traffic, of the Kansas City 
Southern Lines, and D.N.A. national 
president, officiated during the cere- 
monies. 

Other new officers, installed with Mr. 
Koehn, are: Ernest Hensen, of the Dow 
Chemical Co., first vice-president; Robert 
Blocki, of the Kraft Foods Co., second 
vice-president; Harold Schieber, of the 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, secretary; 
Harold Dalzell, of the Hickman-Williams 
Co., financial secretary, and William Cur- 
tis, of the Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical 
Co., treasurer. 

Early in his talk, Mr. Brown stated 
that it was an “axiom” that transport 
must be regulated in one form or another. 
The theory behind this, he said, was that 
through regulation the maximum num- 
ber of transport companies were kept in 
a competitive position, protecting, among 
other things, the “small ones” from the 
“big ones.” 


He went on by comparing activities of 
people in common carrier transport 
fields with those engaged in industrial 
traffic management. The industrial traf- 
fic manager, he said, was the one with 
the “greatest opportunity” to let his 
imagination run into greater fields, be- 
cause he was at liberty to invoke “the 
beauties” of unregulated transportation. 
While common carrier people had the 
challenge of fighting under limitations, 
he said, they did not have the “much 
greater challenge” of “fighting without 
limitation.” 


“You could stand back objectively and 
look at those two situations,’ he con- 
tinued, “and instantly arrive at the con- 
clusion that the quickest and easiest way 
to place us in a position to demonstrate 
to the world that we have capabilities 
equal, and perhaps superior, to those 
of private industry is to work forcefully 
for the cancellation of every scrap of 
regulation which keeps us bound up. It 
can be a pleasant thought, but the re- 
sult would hardly be as pleasant.” 


Transport Goals Suggested 


It was necessary, he maintained, for 
all people in transportation to keep be- 
fore them, individually and collectively, 
a “creed for transportation.” He sug- 
gested four basic “goals” of thinking for 
this “creed”: 


e Realization that one medium of 
transport should not be strengthened by 
strangling another. 


e Realization that any legislative 
changes would not come quickly through 
the efforts of one trade association work- 
ing individually for the good of its own 
industry, but would come through a 
united front generated by a group work- 
ing for the: common good and welfare 
of all transportation. 


e Realization that each person in 
transport, regardless of his field, was 
trying to change his career from a diffi- 
cult one to a challenging one. This, he 
maintained, could come only on the 
“common ground” which the fraternity 
was seeking to find. 


e That through traffic and transpor- 
tation groups, transportation people must 
exert more pressure on mediums of 
transport to work together for the “com- 
mon good.” In this connection, he ob- 





served that it had always been his 
thought that, if the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads and the American Truck- 
ing Associations joined hands in “some- 
thing as simple as repeal of the trans- 
portation tax,” it would have long since 
ceased to be in existence. 

“If the railroad industry could put 
the trucking industry out of business 
tomorrow, this would not strengthen 
either the capabilities of the user of 
transport or the producer of railroad 
transportation, for automatically there 
becomes a lessened demand upon brain- 
power,” declared Mr. Brown. “But by 
increasing both the ability of the trucker 
and the railroader to compete, both the 
users and the producers of transport 
find increased potential for their abil- 
a a 

“We may hope that the common car- 
rier trucker and the common carrier 
railroader will one day realize that, 
together, they have much in common, 
and should join hands in many endeav- 
ors aimed at strengthening the ability 
of all common carriers to compete.” 


Suggestions to Strengthen D.N.A. 


Stating that there were great trans- 
portation problems ahead for all forms 
of common carriage, Mr. Brown asserted 
that the airlines were facing a “satura- 
tion problem” with today’s aircraft, that 
truckers were confronted with continued 
public agitation for increased user 
charges, and that the railroads had be- 
fore them mounting public demands for 
elimination of level crossings. Express- 
ing the hope that all transportation peo- 
ple could work together on these prob- 
lems, he stated that he would like to see 
the fraternity strengthened for that pur- 
pose. . 

“Should we, in our work here,” he 
queried, “consider the possibility of per- 
mitting as many people as possible to 
join in our work? It seems axiomatic 
that any improvement in our professional 
standing must, of necessity, make an 
improvement in theirs. Could we pos- 
sibly think in terms of creating a con- 
sulting membership group? 

“Also, should we not reach out to the 
transport and individual companies 
themselves for support in this work in 
the form of corporate contributions? 

“There are altogether too many asso- 
ciations, societies and the like working 
on our great transportation problems. 
I think that in Delta Nu Alpha we have 
one of the best. I hope that each of us 
may work quickly and efficiently to get 
it out in front as the greatest and most 
powerful there is—because I think it 
can be.” 


During the meeting, Mr. Koehn pre- 
sented a fraternity ring to the retiring 
president, Mr. Knorst, and a key pin to 
the retiring secretary, Victor Saxl, of the 
Kraft Foods Co., as tokens of apprecia- 
tion for their work in the year past. 


Trucking Role in ‘Economy’ 
To Be Shown on Network TV 


The Reynolds Metals Co. will portray 
the role of the trucking industry in the 
nation’s economy on its network tele- 
vision show, “Circus Boy,” August 25, as 
its participating activity in the ATA 
Foundation, according to an announce- 
ment by the American Trucking Associ- 
ations, Inc. 


The TV plans were made public with 
the announcement that Reynolds had 
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become the twentieth trucking industry 
supplier member of the foundation, 
which is the research, education and 
public information organization for 
supplier cooperation with the trucking 
industry. 

Reynolds’ affiliation with the founia- 
tion was announced by Walter F. Ca: ey, 
of Birmingham, Mich., chairman of the 
foundation. 


Shipper Boards Forecast 
Large Rise in Carloading: 
In Third Quarter of 1957 


The number of freight cars loa:led 
with revenue freight in the third 
quarter of 1957 will exceed those 
actually loaded in the third quater 
of 1956 by 8.6 per cent, accorcing 
to estimates compiled by the 13 
regional shippers advisory boards 
and made public by the Association 
of American Railroads. 


On the basis of the estimates freight 
carloadings of the 32 principal commod- 
ities will be approximately 17,769,134 cars 
in the third quarter of 1957 compared 
with 7,155,284 cars in the third quarter 
of 1956 for the commodities listed. 


Comparisons with the same period last 
year take into consideration the fact that 
steel workers were on strike from July 1 
to August 5, 1956, and that this had a 
greater effect on some commodities and 
some districts than on others, said the 
A.A.R. 


In the estimates, nine shippers advi- 
sory boards predicted an increase in the 
number of cars loaded with freight in 
the third period this year over the same 
period last year, while four boards esti- 
mated reductions. 

Tabulations below show actual car- 
loadings for each district in the third 
quarter of 1956, the estimated carload- 
ings for the third quarter of 1957, and 
percentage of change: 


Actual Estimated 
loadings Loadings : 

7 Third Third Per 
Shippers Advisory Quarter Quarter Cent 

Boards 1956 1957 Increase 
New England 108,804 108,228 0.5 dec. 
Atlantic States 730,951 768,553 49 
Allegheny 711,233 821,642 15.5 
Ohio Valley 1,003,028 1,034,721 3.2 
Southeast 885,844 902,237 1.9 
Great Lakes 510,167 590,107 15.7 
Central Western 237,991 252,345 6.0 
Mid-West 823,442 869,760 5.6 
Northwest 554,883 61,408 55.2 
Trans-Missouri- 

Kansas 364,399 352,404 3.3 dec. 
Southwest 510,544 515,923 1.1 
Pacific Coast 411,943 406, 1.4 dec. 
Pacific Northwest 302,055 285,713 5.4 dec. 

Total 7,155,284 7,769,134 8.6 


The shippers advisory boards in their 
estimates for the entire United States 
expect an increase in the third quarter 
of 1957, compared with the same period 
in 1956, in the loading of 21 and a de- 
crease in 11 of the commodities listed. 
Among those showing the greatest in- 
crease are the following: 

Ore and concentrates, 59.3 per cent; 
iron and steel, 39.6 per cent; vehicle 
parts other than automobiles and trucks, 
10.3 per cent; citrus fruits, 8.2 per cent; 
agricultural implements and_ vehicles 
other than automobiles, 8.1 per cent; 
metals other than iron and steel, 78 
per cent; fresh vegetables other ‘han 


potatoes, 6.6 per cent; cement, 5.7 per 
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cent and frozen foods, fruits and vege- 
tables, 5.2 per cent. 
Commodities for which decreases are 
stimated include the following: 
Automobiles and trucks, 19.5 per cent; 
tton seed, soybean-vegetable cake and 
eal, excluding oil, 14.9 per cent; poul- 
ty and dairy products, 10.1 per cent; 
}) mber and forest products, 4.3 per cent; 
{ esh fruits other than citrus fruits, 3.9 
;er cent; sugar, syrup and molasses, 
°3 per cent; livestock, 1.5 per cent and 
ick and clay products, 1.2 per cent. 


ennsylvania Truck Group 
vets A.T.A. Safety Award, 


eelects Harris President 


Milton E. Harris was reelected 
; -esident of the Pennsylvania Mo- 
r Truck Association at its annual 
eeting June 21 and 22 at the 
yosevelt hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., at 
lich the association received an 
awvard for having posted the second 
st state association safety record 
among 50 state associations last 
ar. 
The award was presented to Mr. Harris 
R. C. Williams, president of the 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
vnich sponsored the award. In a speech 
the trucking men, Mr. Williams said 
he ecomonic health of the nation was 
hreatened by “maneuvers of railroads to 
vain control of the trucking industry.” 
“This country has had one experience 
with the railroads in control of the only 
available means of satisfactory intercity 
transport,” he said. “It was bad for this 
country. It nearly wrecked our develop- 
ment. 


Fighting for All People 


“In fighting to prevent a return to the 
days of too much uncontrolled power, you 
are not only fighting the good fight for 
your own business but you are fighting 
for all the people.” 

Another speaker, Joseph J. Lawler, 
Pennsylvania secretary of highways, said 
the trucking industry would play a large 
part in the economic strengthening of 
the state because of the dependence of 
all industry on the flexible service pro- 
vided by trucks. 

“The enormous capacity the trucking 
industry has demonstrated for growth 
and progress,” Mr. Lawler said, “is the 
result of its ability to adjust itself to 
changing times and conditions.” 


Other Officers Elected 


Edward Gogolin was reelected first 
vice-president and general manager of 
the organization. Other officers elected 
were: 

Francis McDermott, of the Leaman 
Transportation Corp., second vice-presi- 
dent; Victor R. Kahley, of Tank Truck 
Rentals, Inc., third vice-president; Albert 
Palm, of Tose, Inc., fourth vice-president; 
Harry L. Gormley, of the Keystone- 
Lawrence Transfer & Storage Co., re- 
elected treasurer, and Bernard O. Bow- 
ser, of the Bowser Transfer Co., re- 
elected secretary. Floyd B. Noerr was 
named vice-president to the A.T.A. 


On Executive Committee 
Elected as additional members of the 
executive committee were: Fred B. Huf- 
nagel, Jr., Walter Heim, John R. Lesoine, 


Darl D. Womeldorf, C. W. Dillie and 
Joseph A. Walker. Elected directors to 
the A.T.A. were: J. Albert Kramer and 
Milton E. Harris, common carriers; Fred 
K. Geiger, local cartage; Harry Cooke, 
private carriers, and John Hall, Mr. 
Gromley and Alfred Zeffiro, at large. 

The Pennsylvania association honored 
individual trucking companies in the 
state with the best safety records in 1956, 
the winner being E. Brooke Matlock, Inc. 
Safety plaques were awarded to the fol- 
lowing: Easton Motor Freight, Inc.; the 
Pennsylvania Farm Bureau Cooperative 
Association; W. I. Womeldorf & Sons; 
Heintz Manufacturing Co.; William R. 
Simpson, Inc.; Trexler Farms; the Her- 
shey Chocolate Corp.; Seaboard Tank 
Lines, and Chemical Tank Lines. Safety 
achievement certificates went to: Tose, 
Inc.; Wingert, Inc.; William F. Crossett, 
Inc., and the Leaman Transportation 
Corp. 


B. & M. Leases 50 Trailers 
For ‘Piggyback’ Service 


The Boston & Maine Railroad has an- 
nounced the leasing of 50 new Trail- 
mobile trailers from the Boston & Maine 
Transportation Co. “to serve as a basic 
fleet in the initiation of its new ‘piggy- 
back’ rail-and-truck transportation serv- 
ice.” 

The railroad said the new service 
would operate in conjunction with rail 
facilities to serve all New England and 
metropolitan centers as far west as 
Chicago, Ill. 


The trailers, purchased by the Boston 
& Maine Transportation Co. from Trail- 
mobile, Inc., of Akron, O., have identical 
35-foot “integral post” units designed 
for rapid transfer from tractors to rail 
flat cars, according to the railroad, 
which added that Trailmobile said the 
trailers had rigid vertical skeletons of 
stamped steel posts and heavy corrugated 
steel sheating making it “especially 
adaptable for intracity transportation.” 
The trailers were described, also, as af- 
fording large cubic capacities for transfer 
of bulk freight. 


The Boston & Maine said that in its 
“piggyback” service it would handle rail- 
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One of the new fleet of Trailmobile trailers 

composing a basic ‘piggyback’ fleet for the Bos- 

ton & Maine Railroad is backed aboard a 

B. & M. flat car in the railroad’s Boston yards. 

Service thus inaugurated covers all of New 

England and metropolitan centers as far west 
as Chicago. 


solicited tonnage under Plan 2 among 
about 175 New England locations, includ- 
ing most of the Greater Boston area; ° 
Portland, Me.; Dover and Manchester, 
N.H., and Fitchburg, Worcester, Spring- 
field and Holyoke, Mass. Beyond New 
England, the railroad said, the new oper- 
ation would serve 450 points, including 
Syracuse and Buffalo, N.Y.; Cleveland, 
O.; Detroit, Mich.; Indianapolis and Ft. 
Wayne, Ind.; Chicago, Ill.; St. Louis, 
Mo.; Louisville, Ky., and Pittsburgh, Pa. 

C. P. Tomm, manager of the railroad’s 
“piggyback” operations, said that plans 
were under way to expand operations 
of the company into such states as Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, Colorado, Kansas, 
Iowa, Montana and Nebraska. 


The railroad said that on May 9 it 
ent2red into Plan 1 operations handling 
the trailers of the motor common car- 
rier between Hammond, Ind., and East 
Cambridge, Mass. The B. & M. said it 
expected to develop further this service 
“to include several railroads covering 





New Barges Move in ‘Piggyback’ Fashion to Venezuela 





— 


Shown as they slide down launching ways at Jeffersonville Boat & Machine Co., Jeffersonville, Ind., 
these two ‘piggyback’ barges, first to be built in an order for 44 barges for the Maracaibo Marine 
Service, will be towed to Venezuela, according to information from the boat company. 
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many key midwest cities.” It said ter- 
minal services and fast “piggyback” train 
schedules would be set up to meet the 
motor carrier’s needs. 


Box Car Supply, Good Now, 
Will Tighten in Harvest, 
A.A.R. Official Reports 


A moderate level of requirements 
generally, together with the unu- 
sually wet weather which has delayed 
the winter wheat harvest in most 
of the southwest producing areas, 
has caused a “relatively comforta- 
ble” supply of box cars at this time, 
according to a report on the national 
transportation situation by Arthur 
H. Gass, chairman of the car service 
division of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. 


“This can be expected to change and 
the supply of the better-grade box to 
tighten as activity in the harvest is 
accelerated,” Mr. Gass said in the re- 
port, dated June 20. 

He said recent circumstances had 
been favorable to the return of box cars 
to owners’ rails, “and reports indicate 
that shippers and railroads responded 
creditably to the opportunity.” In the 
45-day period from April 1 to May 15, 
he said, the number of plain box cars 
on home rails increased 15.5 per cent, 
or 31,016 Cars. 

“The watermelon harvest in the south- 
east is progressing satisfactorily,” he said, 
“although the volume shipped as of June 
13, 4,546 cars, is 2,792 cars below the 
same date last year.” 


Adequate Supply of Stocks 


In a review of the freight car supply 
situation, Mr. Gass said the supply of 
stock cars was “entirely adequate with 
small surpluses being reported.” Re- 
quirements continued light, he said. 

The supply of auto cars, according to 
Mr. Gass, has kept fairly active, but re- 
ports in recent weeks “show a slight 
increase in the number of surplus cars.” 

As for covered hoppers, he said, the 
usual seasonal rise in requirements had 
been delayed by weather unfavorable to 
road construction and building. The sup- 
ply of open hoppers, he reported, was 
tight to short in most areas. He said 
there were increasing shortages at coal 
mines, “as demands and loadings in- 
crease in anticipation of miners’ vacation 
June 28-July 8.” 


“Revenue coal loadings continue below 
those of last year but greatly exceed the 
1955. loadings,” Mr. Gass said in re- 
viewing the situation in open top cars. 

“Bituminous coal stocks as of May 1 
increased over 2 million tons since March 
1 this year and were over 6 million tons 
above May 1, 1956. Due to decreased 
consumption and increased stocks this 
year, the stocks on May 1, 1957, repre- 
sented 66 days’ supply, compared with 
56 days’ supply on May 1 last year. 


Lake Coal Movement Increase 


“The lake coal movement is over 400,- 
000 tons ahead of last year and there 


should be no difficulty in fulfilling the 
tentative program of 47 million tons this 
year.” 

He said the gondola supply continued 
easier, but that shortages of the 61-65- 
foot classes were reported in some steel- 
producing areas. Plain flats, he said, had 
experienced recent increased demand, 
particularly for cars 50 feet or longer, 
on roads serving farm implements plants 
in the midwest. He said requirements 
were heavy for special types of flats, 
particularly the FD and FW classes, with 
some delays to loads awaiting suitable 
cars. 

“The general demand for refrigerator 
cars,” he said, “has not been as heavy 
during recent years. Presently the de- 
mand ... is quite heavy in California 
and Arizona. During the first weeks of 
June fresh fruit and vegetable shipments 
alone in the two states amounted to 11,- 
000 carloads. Estimates indicate that the 
California-Arizona loading will continue 
heavy, rising above 12,000 carloads dur- 
ing the third week of June and continu- 
ing moderately heavy for severals weeks. 


“While at present sufficient refrigerator 
cars are on hand in districts of the 
Pacific coast and southwestern states 
the supply did drop quite rapidly during 
the recent weeks of heavy loading.” 


Report on Port Situation 


Mr. Gass said the volume of export and 
coastal freight, excluding coal and coke, 
handled through the ports in May de- 
creased 5 per cent from the preceding 
May. As of June 12, he said, there were 
12,384 cars of export and coastal freight 
on hand, other than coal, coke and grain, 
at all ports, with an average daily un- 
loading the previous week of 2,396, or a 
bank of 5.2 days’ supply. There were 
572 cars on hand over 10 days, or 4.6 
per cent of the total. 


For May, he said, the average deten- 
tion of freight cars over the free time of 
48 hours was 19.55 per cent, compared 
with 20.35 per cent in May, 1956, and 
20.86 in April. 


“In May this year,” he said, “there was 
increased detention in eight districts 
compared with May a year ago, and 
decreases in five. In May this year five 
checks were made in all districts, one 
each week, showing 113,131 cars held over 
the free time out of 578,606 cars on hand. 

“For the five months ended May 31, 
1957, the average detention was 20.70 per 
cent, compared to 20.18 per cent for the 
corresponding period last year. 


“During May this year railroad agents 
in eight districts reported to car effi- 
ciency committees a total of 2,757 cars 
left with debris by consignees after un- 
loading the lading.” 


Airline Routes Now Foreign 
Aid, C. R. Smith Declares 


C. R. Smith, president of American 
Airlines, Inc., views recent decisions of 
the State Department to grant foreign 
airlines additional rights in America as 
evidence that “airline rights are now 
being administered as a part of the 
foreign aid program.” 


Mr. Smith made that comment in a 
statement on the department’s announce- 
ment on June 15 that negotiations be- 
tween this country and Australia had 
resulted in a decision to grant Australia 
an extension of its Sydney-San Francisco 
route to New York and beyond to Europe 
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“in return for comprehensive additiona] 
rights to and beyond Australia” for the 
United States (T.W., June 22, p. 27). 

“The result of each of these projects,” 
said Mr. Smith, “is to divert traffic from 
United States airlines. So far as the 
domestic carriers are concerned, the het 
result of these arrangements has con- 
sistently followed the direction of a 
one-way street. 

“This continuing trend to give avay 
the traffic developed by United Staies 
carriers leads to the conclusion ti:at 
airline rights are now being adm n- 
istered as a part of the foreign aid p o- 
gram, and if the position of the Uni ed 
States airlines is to be recognized, t'iat 
must be undertaken by some other §ie- 
partment of the government.” 


improved Safety Is Accented 
In Exhibit in Washington 
Showing Highway Import 
Safety, both from the standpoint 
of the individual driver and from 
that of better-constructed roads. is 
emphasized in a graphic exhibition 
in Washington, D.C., portraying the 
impact of highways—and especially 
the new federal-aid highway pro- 


gram—on all segments of American 
life. 


Eleven organizations involved in build- 
ing and using highways have joined with 
the sponsoring Department of Commerce 
and the Bureau of Public Roads in tak- 
ing part in the exhibition in the foyer 
of the Commerce Building. It opened 
June 25 and will continue through July 
19. Admittance is free. 

The display of the National Highway 
Users Conference features a “juke box,” 
but with recordings made by a senator 
or representative of every state and the 
District of Columbia, each of whom dis- 
cusses some phase of the federal program, 
relieving congestion or improving safety. 

Numerous photographs showing the 
wide usage by trucks are shown by the 
American Trucking Associations, Inc. The 
display in the American Road Builders 
Association’s booth portrays the advan- 
tages of new types of by-passes, as com- 
pared with older types. A similar show- 
ing of the old versus the new, this in 
bridges and overpasses, is shown by the 
American Institute of Steel Construction, 
Inc. 

The Asphalt Institute is presenting a 
number of charts and diagrams showing 
the various methods of road construction, 
and there is an actual section of heavy- 
duty asphalt pavement cut from the 
Maine turnpike, showing its composi- 
tion. 

A large map, equipped with blinking 
lights,is used by the Bureau of Public 
Roads to show the controlled access inter- 
state system planned under the federal- 
aid highway act of 1956. In another dis- 
play by the bureau, the problems of 
congestion because of improper access are 
shown by means of many moving ball 
bearings on an endless belt. The bureau 
also has a large profile map showing the 
average daily vehicle traffic on the coun- 
try’s major highways. 

Several lighted “lessons,” stressing that 
“3,500 lives will be saved yearly when 
the federal highway system is com- 
pleted,” occupy the booth set up by the 
Automotive Safety Foundation. Viewers 
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can test their driving reactions in case 
of emergency at the display of the 
American Automobile Association, en- 
ttled “Freeways Demand New Driving 
Skills.” Provided, also, are booklets con- 
t.ining tips for expressway driving. 


a od 


The actual building of roads is shown 
in various exhibits presented by the 
Portland Cement Association, the Asso- 
ciated General Contractors of America, 
the U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
the Geological Society. 


industrial Traffic Men Form ‘Quiz Team’ at T.A.A. Institute 


Me 0 





Speakers at the all-day transportation institute conducted on June 18 at St. Paul, Minn., by 

the Transportation Association of America and cooperation organizations were ‘cross-examined’ 

by this ‘quiz team’ of industrial traffic executives (T.W., June 22, p. 31). The ‘quiz team’ members, 

let: to right, are: F. L. O’Neill, general traffic manager, Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co.; 

George H. Shafer, general traffic manager, Weyerhaeuser Sales Co., and C. E. Ryberg, traffic 
manager, Theo Hamm Brewing Co. 


Farsightedness Called Key 
To Road Plan by Rothschild 


Because the United States “must 
reckon with close to a trillion miles” of 
travel in 1975, the future, rather than 
the present, is all-important in the plan- 
ning and building under the highway 
act of 1956, according to Louis S. Roths- 
child, Undersecretary of Commerce for 
Transportation. 

Speaking at the national convention 
of the American Association of Cost Engi- 
neers on June 26 at the University of 
New Hampshire, Mr. Rothschild said that 
the 1956 act, for the first time, “calls for 
highways designed and built to handle 
future traffic loads—the types and vol- 
umes forecast for this system in 1975.” 


“In other words,” he said, “we are 
looking nearly 20 years ahead, to the 
day when over 100 million passenger cars, 
trucks and buses are anticipated—an in- 
crease Of more than 50 per cent from 
the 65 million in use today.” 


When completed, he told the engineers, 
the freeway network would permit motor- 
ists “to drive from Portland, Me., to Port- 
land, Ore., or from Canada to Mexico, 
without encountering a stop light or a 
grade crossing.” 

He said there had been problems, but 
that “we are meeting them head-on.” 


“Fortunately,” he said, “we do not ex- 
pect any serious shortage of materials 
for the actual work of construction. Cur- 
rent reports indicate that material sup- 
pliers and the construction industry 
will be able to handle demands, stagger- 
ing as they promise to be. 


“I chose the word ‘staggering’ after 
areful consideration. When the federal 
rogram reaches its peak in the early 
1960s about 440,000 men will be employed 
n highway construction. During the 
‘ourse of the program more than 50 mil- 
on tons of steel and more than 1.5 bil- 
ion barrels of cement will be required. 





“...I want to emphasize that we are 
administering this great program on the 
uncompromising basis of a full dollar’s 
worth of highway for every dollar spent. 
There is no room in the program for 
profiteers or ‘fast-buck’ operators. Of 
course, a program involving the expendi- 
ture of some $50 billion is apt to attract 
the unscrupulous. We are alert to this 
ever-present danger and have taken steps 
to thwart those of too-little integrity who 
would attempt to profiteer on the pro- 
gram.” 


Coal Industry Again Asks 
Residual Oil Imports Cut 


The National Coal Association, in a 
follow-up letter on the subject of the 
impact on growing imports of residual 
oil on the coal industry, has again asked 
Gordon Gray, director of the Office of 
Defense Mobilization, to take steps to 
hold the residual oil imports to the 
percentage of domestic petroleum in 
1954, as recommended by the Presiden- 
tial Advisory Committee on Energy Sup- 
ply and Resources Policy. 

Tom Pickett, executive vice-president 
of the N.C.A., had previously asked the 
O.D.M. director to take steps to have 
residual oil imports included in any 
study of the problem of crude oil im- 
ports (T.W., June 1, p. 52). 

In his latest letter, noting that he had 
had no reply to earlier communica- 
tions, Mr. Pickett said that the 1954 
ratio for crude petroleum was 10.3, and 
the ratio “for residual was 5.6.” He 
added: 

“Today the ratios are higher than the 
1954 level by a substantial amount. The 
increase in the residual oil imports, as 
of the week ending June 7, 1957, over 
the imports in the year 1954, was 17.9 
per cent. On the other hand, the in- 
crease in crude oil imports, which you 
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have already found to be threatening 
the national economy, was 8.7 per cent.” 

The Presidential Advisory Committee, 
in making its recommendation, had be- 
fore it testimony indicating the effect of 
the residual oil imports not only on the 
coal industry, but on the railroad in- 
dustry as the major transporter of coal 
in this country. 


Mr. Pickett told Mr. Gray in his latest 
letter that there was no basis in domestic 
demand for residual oil to justify con- 
tinuance of the high level of residual 
imports. 


“It is our hope,” said Mr. Pickett, “that 
on the basis of this letter, and on the 
contents of our previous communications, 
you may be able to act quickly on the 
request to take some official action which 
will bring about a decrease in the residual 
Oil imports, at least to the level recom- 
mended by the Presidential Advisory 
Committee.” 






G. T. West to Head Munitions 
Carriers Conference of A.T.A. 


The appointment of Gene T. West as 
managing director of the Munitions Car- 
riers Conference, Inc., of the American 
Trucking Associations, to succeed Wil- 
liam J. Burns, has been announced by 
Gail Crawford, executive vice-president 
of Ringsby Truck Lines, Denver, Colo., 
president of the conference. Mr. West 
was formerly assistant to the managing 


Gene T. West 


director of the conference. Mr. Burns 
has been appointed general manager of 
the Movers’ Conference of America. 


Prior to joining the conference, Mr. 
West served as assistant to a board 
member of the trucking industry’s Na- 
tional Classification Board, and previous 


to this he was with a Class I motor 
common carrier as_ assistant traffic 
manager. 


Mr. West is a graduate of the Univer- 
sity of Maryland from which he received 
a degree in business and public admin- 
istration with a major in transportation. 
He is licensed to practice before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and 
the General Accounting Office. He is 
presently a member of the Association 
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of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Practitioners, the National Defense 
Transportation Association, the Traffic 
Club of Washington, and Delta Nu Alpha 
Transportation Fraternity. 


Several Transport Firms 
Get Loans From S.B.A. 


Three truck companies, a bus com- 
pany and a hauling and storage com- 
pany are among those in a list of 
recipients of 522 business and disaster 
loans from the government totaling 
$18,116,000, made public June 24 by Wen- 
dell B. Barnes, administrator of the 
Small Business Administration. It was 
stated that the loans were approved in 
May. 

Mr. Barnes said business loan ap- 
provals for May were “considerably 
above” last May, when 342 loans totaling 
$12,550,000 were approved. In the first 
10 months of the current fiscal year the 
S.B.A. approved more than twice as 
many business loans as in the same pe- 
riod last year, he said. 


A $55,000 direct loan was approved for 
Chester C. Sayre, of Pittsburgh, Pa., a 
trucker; a $40,000 direct loan was ap- 
proved for Powell Transportation Co., 
Inc., of Hyattsville, Md., and a $60,000 
participation loan was approved for 
Case Transfer, of Oakland, Calif. 

A direct loan of $25,000 was approved 
for Boise-Winnemucca Stages, Inc., of 
Boise, Ida., which engages in bus trans- 
portation. A loan of $15,000 was ap- 
proved for the Mercury Van & Storage 
Co., of Oklahoma City, Okla., which 
hauls and stores household goods. 


Court Rulings on Farm Goods 
Exemptions Said ‘Disruptive’ 


The list of farm products exempt from 


regulation had been so 
broadened that “long-established mar- 
keting patterns” had been disrupted, 
said Edwin W. Stillwell, consultant to 
the American Trucking Associations, in 
a panel discussion at a meeting of the 
Traffic Club of Chicago, June 26. 


Remedial legislation was necessary, 
Mr. Stillwell said, if freight trucking 
companies were to continue their part 
in the “efficient and orderly transporta- 
tion” of farm commodities to market. 
He added that rates and services had 
become unstable as a result of court 
rulings in the last two years. 


Mr. Stillwell said that the A.T.A. 
sought a “moderate” amendment to the 
motor carrier act “to draw a clear-cut 
line between exempt and non-exempt 
products which will give the farmers— 
as originally intended by Congress—all 
the exemptions and flexibility required 
to market their products, yet preserve 
for the common carriers the transporta- 
tion of highly processed commodities .. . 
It would restore to the I.C.C. authority 
for economic regulation of trucks now 
hauling billions of pounds of processed 
foodstuffs on an exempt basis.” 

In a review of the post-1935 period 
following adoption of the motor carrier 
act, Mr. Stillwell said that beginning 
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in 1954 a series of court decisions re- 
moved from I.C.C. economic regulation 
items such as dressed poultry, frozen 
fruits, vegetables, eggs and powdered 
milk, and shelled nuts. 

“Much of this tonnage moved by truck,” 
he added, “and for-hire motor carriers 
began to see ghosts for understandable 
reasons.” 


“Competitive and unequal rate cuts oc- 
curred,” he said. “Many carriers found 
their operating certificates valueless. 
Some abandoned previously attractive 
business rather than transport goods at 
a loss ... Some have sold all or part of 
their special equipment.” 

Mr. Stillwell was one of four speakers 
debating the general question of what 
should be done about the commodity ex- 
emption provisions of the motor carrier 
act. He said that the A.T.A. felt the 
provisions “must be modified.” 


Northern Pacific Installs 
2,000-Mile Phone System 


The Northern Pacific Railway on 
June 20 into operation a 2,000-mile trans- 


The 2,000-mile transcontinental dial telephone 
system of the Northern Pacific Railway is in- 
augurated by Robert S. Macfarlane (seated), 
president of the railroad. Looking on is D. C. 
Hill, superintendent of communications, as Mr. 
Macfarlane dials directly to D. H. Eastman, 
vice-president and western counsel of the N.P., 
at Seattle, Wash. 


continental dial telephone system, which 
it called “the longest of its type in the 
country,” linking its offices at St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, Minn., with those at 
Seattle, Tacoma and South Tacoma, 
Wash. 


D. C. Hill, superintendent of com- 
munications, said that the system, “simi- 
lar to a dial phone system in a medium- 
sized community,” served about 640 com- 
pany telephones. 


The N.P. also placed in service, he said, 
eight new manually operated telephone 
carrier circuits between its offices in key 
cities. 

The new facilities, the railroad said, 
“not only will speed up routine inter- 
office communications, but will expedite 
handling of passenger reservations and 
information about freight movements.” 
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Norwich, N.Y., Consignees 


Given Team Track Delivery 


The Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
Railroad, by its embargo No. 67, effe:- 
tive June 25, embargoed all carloid 
traffic for certain consignees at Norwich, 
N.Y., taking delivery from New York, 
Ontario & Western tracks served by tie 
Lackawanna. 

The cause given was “discontinua: :e 
of service,” and the embargo bore a 
note that deliveries might be taken frm 
D. L. & W. team track at Norwich. 


The consignees named were: Sh’ f- 
field Farms; W. H. Dunne; Chena: zo 
County Highway Department; M. T. 
Byrne Co.; Bennet-Ireland; Norw ch 
Wire Works; Texas Co.; Craine, In:«.; 
Sinclair Refining Co.; J. Millspau:h; 
J. Mirabito; Crawford Feed Co.; Nor- 
wich Knitting Co.; Child Oil Co., and 
New York State Electric and Gas Corp. 

The Lackawanna was one of the three 
railroads authorized by the federal cis- 
trict court at New York to serve points 
on the N. Y. O. & W., which railroad 
the court ordered to cease operations on 
March 29 (T.W., April 6, p. 75). 


Bangor & Aroostook Has 


Central Traffic Control 


The Bangor & Aroostook Railroad on 
June 14 began a system of centralized 
traffic control over 17.6 miles of track 
between Northern Maine Junction and 
South Lagrange, according to W. Jerome 
Stout, executive vice-president, who 
said the installation would eliminate 
the need for the present double track 
in that area. 

“This will eliminate maintenance on 
the second track,’’ he said, “and with all 
train movements controlled by the dis- 
patcher the single track can handle all 
of the traffic that the previous double 
track has handled.” 

The B. &’A. said the installation was 
made by its signal and communication 
department and that the _ electronic 
equipment was furnished by the Gen- 
eral Railway Signal Co. The crossovers 
and switches, it said, were from the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. 


Air Pictures of Rail’s Area 


The Milwaukee Road reports the 
launching of a program of aerial picture- 
taking of its property in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota and South 
Dakota “to provide better service to 
industries seeking locations along the 
railroad.” The railroad said it would 
photograph industrial sites in the Chi- 
cago area, Terre Haute, Des Moines, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Aberdeen, 
S.D., and in about 100 towns between 
terminais. 


Rail Part in Chicago Fair 


Sixteen railroads serving Chicago, IIl., 
have joined in sponsorship of a rail- 
road exhibit at the Chicagoland Falr, 
June 29 through July 14, according to 
an announcement by the Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad. The railroad exhibit, ‘he 
I.C. said, had a “talking” robot, ru 
iature trains and other animated 
plays of railroads. 
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‘loyd & Beasley Ordered 
o Stop Unlawful Hauling 


The Commission has sustained allega- 
ons in a complaint that the defend- 
it, Floyd & Beasley Transfer Co., Inc., 
Sycamore, Ala., has conducted certain 
} .otor common carrier operations with- 
‘at authority, and has denied an exten- 
on application of the same carrier, 
\ hich if granted, would have given it 
euthority to perform some of the service 
a'leged in the complaint to have exceeded 
tiie scope of applicant’s presently held 
a athority. 
However, the agency has ruled fav- 
ably on another application of Floyd 
Beasley Transfer for transportation 
empty containers. 


In a report and order in MC-C-1920, 
Atlanta-New Orleans Motor Freight Co., 
Tuc. et al. v. Floyd & Beasley Transfer 
», Inc., embracing MC-18088, Sub. 23, 
Floyd & Beasley Transfer Co., Inc., Ex- 
tension—Empty Containers, and MC- 
18088, Sub. 24, Same, Extension—Textile 
Mill Supplies, the Commission, division 
1. entered a cease and desist order in 
the title proceeding, granted operating 
authority in one of the sub-numbered 
applications (Sub. 23) and denied the 
other sub-numbered application. 

In the title proceeding, the Commission 
found that the defendant, without au- 
thority from the I.C.C., had engaged in 
the transportation of articles, materials 
and supplies used in the maintenance 
and operation of textile mills, and ma- 
terials which were ingredients of and 
used in the manufacture of textile prod- 
ucts, to and from various points in Ala- 
bama, Georgia, South Carolina and 
Tennessee, in violation of section 206 
of the interstate commerce act. The 
order required the defendant to cease 
and desist, on or before August 8, from 
conducting the operations found to be 
unlawful. 

In MC-18088, Sub. 23, the applicant was 
authorized to transport, as a common 
carrier, empty containers previously used 
in the outbound transportation of tex- 
tile products, in return movements from 
points in Tennessee, Georgia and South 
Carolina, to specified points in Alabama, 
and (2) between points in Alabama, and 
(3) from points in Alabama to Atlanta, 
Ga., Birmingham, Ala., Chattanooga, 
Tenn., and points in South Carolina, 
over irregular routes. 

In MC-18088, Sub. 24, the applicant 
ought authority to transport textile mill 
supplies and materials to and from 
points in four states—Alabama, Georgia, 
Tennessee and South Carolina. 
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See Late News, Pages 15, 17 
and 18 for other I.C.C. action. 
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Domestic Rail Rates to West Coast Ports 
On Alaska-Bound Freight Upheld by I.C.C. 


Commission Finds No ‘Undue’ Preference or Prejudice, or ‘Unjust’ 


Discrimination Between Domestic Rates on Alaskan Shipments and 


Export-Import Rates on Hawaiian 


A federal government complaint 
presenting the question whether 
under the interstate commerce act 
the defendant railroads can charge 
domestic rates on traffic moving 
within the United States when the 
overseas origin or destination is 
Alaska while charging export-import 
rates, generally lower than the cor- 
responding domestic rates, on traffic 
destined to or from Hawaii or the 
Far East, has been dismissed by the 
Commission in a report and order 
favorable to the defendants. 


“The element of competition which 
caused the establishment of export- 
import rates to Hawaii and the Far East 
is not present on Alaskan traffic.” the 
Commission said in its report in No. 
31755, United States of America v. Great 
Northern Railway Co. et al. “There is 
no showing on this record that the re- 
fusal of defendants to establish the rates 
sought results in any violation of the act. 

“We find that the assailed rates were 
not shown to be unjust and unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. The complaint 
will be dismissed.” 

The Commission said the complaint 
was filed by the United States through 
the administrator of its General Services 
Administration, “on behalf of the execu- 
tive agencies of the government, as ship- 
per...” 

Chairman Clarke noted a _ dissent. 
Commissioner Walrath wrote a dissent- 
ing expression, in which he said that 
the factual situation, as he viewed it, 
was “not one governed by basic prec- 
edents” but was a matter of first 
impression in which the recognized prin- 
ciples of managerial discretion to estab- 
lish rates orn export traffic under water- 
competitive conditions are sought to be 
extended beyond any principle previously 
sanctioned.” Commissioner Tuggle did 
not participate in the disposition of the 
proceeding. 

Complainant’s Allegations 


With respect to the specific allegations 
in the complaint, the Commission said 
that the complainant alleged that the 
failure of the defendants to demand and 
collect the same rates and charges on 
rail export and import shipments des- 
tined to and from Alaska and moving 
through the various ports in the states 
of Oregon and Washington, as was 
charged on shipments destined to and 


Shipments. Complaint Dismissed. 


from foreign countries located (1) west 
of the one hundred seventieth meridian, 
west longitude, and east of the thirtieth 
meridian, east longitude, (2) in Oceania 
on and east of the one hundred seven- 
tieth meridian, west longitude, (3) on the 
west coasts of Mexico, Central America 
or South America, and (4) in certain 
instances points in the territory of 
Hawaii, was unjust and unreasonable in 
violation of section 1(5) and 1(6), re- 
sulted in unjust discrimination, subjected 
shippers and receivers of freight des- | 
tined to or originating in Alaska to undue 
prejudice, and was unduly preferential 
of other shippers located in the territory 
complained of, and resulted in violations 
of the long-and-short haul provision of . 
section 4. 

It was contended by the complainant 
that the historic factors leading to the 
development of the present export and 
import rates had undergone radical 
changes since they were established, and 
that the present geographic limitation 
on overseas origins or destinations, 
which excluded the major portion of 
Alaska, was arbitrary and unwarranted, 
the Commission said. The complainant 
urged, it said, that competitive routes 
and proportional or export-import rates 
on Alaskan traffic now existed, even 
though on a limited basis; that the de- 
fendants had repeatedly recognized the 
necessity for export rates on Alaskan 
traffic; and that the present rate struc- 
ture was causing and would continue 
to cause diversion of traffic from the 
railroads. 


Rate Comparisons 


“Complainant shows the present rates 
on six commodity groupings from rep- 
resentative origins in the states to the 
destinations of Seward, Alaska, the prin- 
cipal Alaskan port, Yokohama, Japan, 
and Honolulu, Hawaii,’ the Commission 
said. “For example, on freight, all kinds, 
from Columbus, O., the all-rail domestic 
rate to Seattle is $4.42 (a 100 pounds), 
and the ocean rate beyond to Seward is 
$1.55, making the total rate $5.97. 


“The lowest combination rail-water 
rate from Columbus to Seattle is $5.49, 
which when combined with the ocean 
rate beyond makes a total rate of $7.04 
to Seward. The export rate to Seattle 
from Columbus is $3.13, which together 
with the ocean rate beyond makes a 
total rate to Yokohama of $5.605; how- 
ever, the total rail-water rate via eastern 
or Gulf ports to Yokohama is $4.47. To 
Honolulu the rate beyond Seattle is 
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87.5 cents, making a total rate via that 
port of $4.005; while via the eastern 
or Gulf ports the total rate is $2.61. 
On canned or preserved foodstuffs from 
Columbia via Seattle, the rate to Seward 
is $2.96, to Yokohama $3.36, and to 
Honolulu $2.385. By rail to Baltimore 
and water beyond the rate to Yokohama 
is $2.78 and to Honolulu $1.79. 


“On all overseas shipments the rail 
carriers render substantially the same 
service in the physical handling of the 
car regardless of whether the shipment 
is moving on a domestic rate as to Alaska 
or an export rate as to Hawaii or Japan. 
The port charges are generally absorbed 
on export-import traffic, but not on 
traffic moving on domestic rates. De- 
fendants’ witness knew of no reason why 
Alaskan traffic could not meet the so- 
called ‘policing rules’ contained in the 
export-import tariffs. 


Rate Levels Compared 


“Generally, although the export rate is 
lower than the domestic rate, the mini- 
mum weight is higher and this results 
in greater revenue per car. Transit 
privileges have retained many move- 
ments to the rails which otherwise would 
have moved via eastern or Gulf ports to 
Alaska, but even under such transit 
provisions the domestic all-rail rates 
have in some instances been higher than 
rates over competitive routes. 


“The government has from time to 
time negotiated substantial reductions 
on individual shipments, under the pro- 
visions of section 22 of the act, but these 
rates generally were not as low as the 
corresponding export rates. 


“Complainant showed that in three 
instances volume movements justified 
the chartering of a vessel for the pur- 
pose of making direct shipments from 
eastern and Gulf ports to Alaska with- 
out breaking bulk at north Pacific ports. 


“Interveners testified generally that 
lower rail rates within the United States 
on Alaskan traffic would aid the eco- 
nomic development of that territory; that 
Alaska should not be treated differently 
than its sister territory, Hawaii, and 
that efforts were being made to get the 
water carriers to reduce the water rate 
from the Pacific coast ports to Alaska. 
There was some showing that traffic now 
moves to Alaska by air and truck. 


Lack of Trade Competition 


“There is no contention by the ship- 
pers that the Alaskan trade as a whole 
is identical with that of Hawaii, other 
insular possessions, or foreign countries. 
There was no showing of any trade 
competition between Alaska and other 
places having the benefit of the export- 
import rates. 


“In establishing the present export- 
import rates the defendants maintain 
that they were motivated by the fact 
that the overseas origins and destina- 
tions had direct sailings from the east 
and Gulf ports and it was necessary 
for them to establish export-import rates 
in order to share in the traffic. On 
Alaskan traffic, all regularly-scheduled 
sailings from the east and Gulf ports 
break bulk on the west coast. Defend- 
ants state that since there are no direct 
sailings from those ports to Alaska, the 
Same competitive forces have not come 
‘into play and thus export-import rates 


have not been deemed necessary to 
Alaska generally. .. 


“Complainant does not attack the rea- 
sonableness of the domestic rates as 
applied to the Alaskan traffic per se, but 
alleges that the granting of export-im- 
port rates to the other points in the 
Pacific while depriving Alaska from the 
use of such rates is unreasonable. It 
is established on this record that the as- 
sailed transcontinental rates are on a 
depressed basis and below a maximum 
reasonable level due to water carrier 
competition. 


Lawfulness of Export Rates 


“It has long been recognized that rail 
carriers may establish lower rates on 
export and import traffic than on domes- 
tic traffic. There is nothing inherent 
in the former traffic which entitles it to 
lower rates than those applicable on do- 
mestic traffic. Pullman-Standard Car 
Mfg. Co. v. Pennsylvania R. Co., 281 
I.C.C. 445, 449; War Materials Repara- 
tion Cases, 294 I.C.C. 5, 48. However, 
there is an important distinction be- 
tween the voluntary act of a carrier in 
granting export rates lower than the 
corresponding domestic rates and an or- 
der from us requiring such a difference 
to be observed. The former may freely 
be done so long as no violation of the 
act results, but we may not require a 
difference in rates on the two classes of 
traffic unless there is a_ substantial 
variation in the service performed. 


‘Test’ as to Discrimination 


“To sustain a finding of unjust dis- 
crimination, it must appear that the 
transportation services on like traffic 
are like and contemporaneous, and per- 
formed under substantially similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions from the 
same origin to the same destination. 
Whiterock Quarriers, Inc., v. Pittsburgh 
& L. E. R. Co., 280 1.C.C. 143, 152. The 
comparison of circumstances surround- 
ing the application of export-import 
rates with those surrounding the appli- 
cation of domestic rates is not a com- 
parison of like services in the transpor- 
tation of a like kind of traffic under 
substantially similar circumstances and 
conditions, and does not constitute a 
violation of section 2 of the act. 


“Preference and prejudice are not 
prohibited unless they are undue, and 
to be undue they must be shown to be 
a source of positive advantage to parties 
or traffic alleged to be favored and a 
positive detriment to other parties or 
traffic, and it must appear that a com- 
petitive relation exists between the par- 
ties concerned. A mere difference in 
rates is not sufficient. Rheem Mfg. Co. 
v. Chicago, R. & S. P. Ry., Co. 273 I.C.C. 
185, 191-192. There was no showing on 
this record of any competition between 
the points or traffic alleged to be pre- 
ferred and Alaska points or traffic. 


Section 4 Allegation 


“It is alleged that the maintenance 
by defendants of domestic rates and 
lower export-import rates between the 
same origin and destination point re- 
sults in a violation of the long-and- 
short-haul provision of section 4 of the 
act. 


“To constitute a violation of that 
provision, the rates and charges com- 
pared must be for a like class of trans- 
portation service of a like kind of prop- 
erty. Laclede—Christy Co. v. Akron, C. 
& Y. R. Co., 276 1.C.C. 519, 526. As the 
assailed rates are now published they 
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are domestic rates and domestic and 
export or import rates are not the same 
kind. Thus, the comparison made by 
the complainant is of unlike rates or 
charges, and no violation of section 4 
has been shown.” 


Walrath’s Dissent 


In his dissenting statement, Comm):- 
sioner Walrath said: 


“It seems to me a dangerous precede: .t 
inimical to both the public and tie 
carriers’ interests, to permit an atomir :- 
tion of areas of destination Overseas ;o0 
that the favored traffic can be pi:- 
pointed to those precise ports where 
water-borne cargo is moving, and to 
exclude those ports (or territori:s) 
where there is presently no throuzh 
water movement (although a potent al 
exists). Such a principle could lead us 
into rate chaos, depending in each in- 
stance upon the degree (not the exist- 
ence of interagency competitive activity. 

“The rate adjustment on traffic beyoad 
the ports to other destinations in the 
Pacific has been in effect for many years 
and may, with sound reason, be ac- 
cepted by the Commission as just and 
reasonable. Therefore, it is my view that 
Alaskan traffic, being in all respects 
similar in transportation characteristics, 
should take the same adjustment as that 
on traffic destined elsewhere in the 
Pacific. 

“To recognize officially the right of 
carriers to meet competitive influences 
to such an extreme seems to me to sanc- 
tion discrimination between shippers or 
receivers not contemplated by the na- 
tional transportation policy. I would find 
the assailed rates and charges on traffic 
moving to or from Alaska through Ore- 
gon and Washington ports to be unjust 
and unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceed rates and charges on traffic mov- 
ing to or from Hawaii.” 


Interested Parties 


The Commission said that in addition 
to acting on behalf of the executive 
agencies of the government, as shippers, 
in the filing of the complaint, the G.S.A. 
administrator was also a representative 
of the Secretaries of Defense and In- 
terior, the Governor of Alaska, the Office 
of Territories and the government-owned 
Alaska Railroad. 

The Commission said that United 
States Smelting, Refining & Mining Co., 
Ketchikan Pulp Co., Yukon Equipment 
Co., Anchorage Chamber of Commerce, 
Inc., the Associated General Contractors, 
Alaska Chapter, Phillips Petroleum Co. 
and the Department of Agriculture inter- 
vened and presented evidence in support 
of the complaint. The Alaska Chamber 
of Commerce and the Juneau Chamber 
of Commerce intervened in support of 
the complaint and concurred in com- 
plainant’s brief, the Commission said, 
adding that “the Associated Grocers 
Coop., Whatcom County Traffic and Rate 
Bureau and the Pacific Northwest Ship- 
pers Association appeared but took no 
position.” 


Coastwise Wins Exemption 


For Oil Transportation 


The Commission, division 1, has found 
that the transportation by Coastwise 
Line, of San Francisco, Calif., as a 
contract carrier of specified petroleum 
products, in bulk, in the side tanks of 
its vessels, between ports along ihe 
Pacific coast, to be such as it is ‘he 
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policy of Congress to exempt from the 
provisions of Part III of the interstate 
‘ommerce act. 


It made this finding in a report, ac- 
companied by an order, in W-330, Sub. 
Coastwise Line Exemption Applica- 
ton—Oil. It further found that the 

ansportation, by reason of the require- 

ents of special equipment or shipment 

. bulk, was not actually and substan- 

ally competitive with transportation by 

1y common carrier subject to the provi- 
: ons of Parts I, II, or III of the act and 
at the exemption of such transporta- 
yn from regulation was necessary to 
rry out the declared policy of Congress. 

The order exempting the transporta- 
i on was made effective August 12. Com- 
issioner Walrath did not participate. 
The division said that the application 
\. aS unopposed and that no hearing had 
en held. 

It said that because the cost of trans- 
rting these commodities by tanker was 
far below the cost of overland trans- 
tation, the railroads or other com- 
on carriers subject to the act, as a 
actical matter, were excluded from 
mpeting for the traffic. 
Inasmuch as applicant’s authorized 
eration embraced 38 Pacific coast ports 
tending from Puget Sound to South- 
n California, division 1 said, the order 
exemption would include all ports 
yng the Pacific coast specified in ap- 
cant’s certificate. 
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Atlanta, Ga., Truck Line Gets 
Frozen Food Transport Right 


The Commission, division 1, has 
granted Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc., 
oi Atlanta, Ga., common carrier author- 
ity to transport by truck, over irregular 
routes, frozen fruit and meat pies and 
frozen bread dough from Bear Lake, 
Frankfort, and Grand Rapids, Mich., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, and 
Tennessee, conditioned on not joining or 
tacking this authority with any other 
authorities held by the applicant for the 
purpose of performing through service. 

By its report and order issued in MC- 
107515, Sub. 226, Refrigerated Transport 
Co., Inc., Extension—Frankfort, the Com- 
mission also approved the holding by the 
applicant of a certificate authorizing the 
aforementioned operations and the hold- 
ing by J. L. Lawhon, president and a 
stockholder of the applicant, of contract 
carrier permits previously issued to him 
in MC-104580 and pertinent sub-num- 
bered proceedings thereunder. 

Commissioner McPherson noted a dis- 
sent to the report. 

The Commission said that its examiner 
had recommended that Refrigerated 
Transport be authorized to transport 
“frozen bakery products.” 


“We are of the opinion that a need 
has been established for the proposed 
Operation to the extent recommended 
by the examiner,” the Commission said, 
“except as to the commodity descrip- 
tion. We are not convinced that the 
commodity description ‘frozen bakery 
products’ would include the frozen meat 
and chicken pies produced by Pet Milk 
{Pet Milk Co., which supported the ap- 
plication]. 

“It is not our understanding that such 
pies are produced at ‘bakeries’ as that 
term is generally used. Neither are they 
lormally sold by bakeries or as ‘bakery’ 
products. In the absence of specific and 
compelling evidence of record to the 


contrary, we conclude that stich meat 
and chicken pies are not frozen bakery 
products.” 

The Commission said the application 
was supported by the Pet Milk Co. and 
Muellers, Inc. 

“Rail service is not satisfactory for 
their needs principally because the rail 
minimum is too high, most shipments 
require multiple deliveries and motor 
carrier service is faster than rail,” the 
Commission said. 

“Although their shipments of the con- 
sidered commodities heretofore have been 
comparatively light, the shippers are 
expanding their production facilities and 
have sales forces actively soliciting new 
accounts in the recommended destina- 
tion states. . .. They believe that more 
than one motor carrier will be needed 
to provide adequate transportation serv- 
ice to the recommended destination 
states in view of the anticipated increase 
in their traffic thereto.” 


The Commission said “numerous” 
motor common carriers opposed the ap- 
plication. 


T. &N. O. Abandonment Plea 
Denied After 1.C.C. Reviews 


Truck Operation Revenues 


Considering, among other things, 
the revenues derived from truck op- 
erations of the Texas & New Orleans 
Railroad along a line the railroad 
proposes to abandon, the Commis- 
sion, by a report and order on re- 
consideration in Finance No. 18920, 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., 
Abandonment, has reversed a deci- 
sion of division 4 and refused to per- 
mit the abandonment. 


In the prior report, division 4 found 
that the present and future public con- 
venience and necessity permitted aban- 
donment by the T. & N. O. of a line 
of railroad in Wilson and Bexas coun- 
ties, Tex., extending. westwardly from 
milepost 90 on its Port Lavaca branch, 
at or near Nixon, to milepost 134, at or 
near Salado Junction. On considera- 
tion of the record and the contentions 
set forth in a petition of protestants 
for reconsideration, the Commission said 
it concluded that reconsideration on the 
present record was warranted. 


Chairman Clarke and Commissioners 
Mitchell, Winchell, Minor and McPher- 
son noted dissents. 

“Applicant presented statements show- 
ing the revenues assignable to the line 
and expenses which could be saved by 
abandoning the line, covering the years 
1953 and 1954, and the first eight months 
of 1955,” the Commission said. 


“Tt computed the results on two bases, 
(1) by including in revenues only 
amounts received from traffic originating 
or terminating on the line, and credit- 
ing expenses for handling all traffic on 
the line with the estimated cost for 
handling bridge traffic on the line and 
the estimated additional cost for han- 
dling it over a longer alternate route, 
both of which were based upon the 
system average cost per gross ton-mile 
for all traffic applied to the mileages 
involved in this proceeding; and (2) by 
including in revenues the _ estimated 
amounts produced by bridge traffic on a 
mileage prorate basis and crediting total 
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expenses with the estimated additional 
cost of handling bridge traffic over the 
shortest alternate route. In its com- 
putations, applicant computed the ex- 
penses of handling traffic over other parts 
of the system on the basis of the freight 
operating ratio of the particular system. 


Computation Method Disallowed 


“We have consistently refused to ap- 
prove this method for computing these 
expenses. In prior decisions, we have 
consistently held that the cost of moving 
such traffic beyond the line should not 
exceed 50 per cent of the revenue as- 
signed thereto.” 

If applicant’s computations were ad- 
justed accordingly, the Commission said, 
the results would be, savings from aban- 
donment under the first method and 
savings under the second method, re- 
spectively, as follows: For 1953, $46,535 
and $23,210; for 1954, $24,217 and $15,181, 
and for the first eight months of 1955, 
$9,239 and $7,784. 

“The reductions in the amounts for 
1954 and 1955 over those for 1953 are due 
in large measure to dieselization of the 
line early in 1954,” the Commission said. 


“The operating results shown above 
include relatively large expenses for 
maintenance of equipment and train 
service. Applicant presently operates its 
train between San Antonio and Victoria 
over the Port Lavaca branch, a total 
distance of 636 miles per week. Upon 
abandonment of the line it proposes 
to operate the train daily, except Sun- 
day, in both directions between Nixon 
and Victoria, a total distance of 840 
miles per week. Since upon abandon- 
ment of the line applicant’s train 
serving the Port Lavaca branch would 
be operated a longer distance than 
it is presently operated without any 
marked improvement in service to the 
portion of the branch not to be aban- 
doned, it does not appear that any ma- 
terial savings in the expenses for main- 
tenance of equipment and train service 
would be effected under its proposal. If 
these expenses were eliminated from 
applicant’s computations, the amounts 
... (resulting under the second method) 
would be changed, in order, to net profits 
of $19,693, $6,238, and $4,480. 


Truck Line Operations 


“Applicant failed to include in its 
statement of revenues and expenses the 
revenues and expenses connected with 
its truck operation along the line. The 
expenses of that operation which could 
be saved by abandonment of the line 
would be negligible. On the other hand, 
the revenues received from less-than- 
carload traffic to or from points on the 
line which would be lost if the line were 
abandoned tend to decrease operating 
losses or increase profits under present 
operations and should be reflected in ap- 
plicant’s studies. 


“Protestants contend that the recent 
decrease in traffic on the line has been 
due to the severe and prolonged drought 
conditions which have plagued this sec- 
tion of Texas for a number of years. They 
assert, however, that such conditions are 
only temporary, that the territory no 
doubt will receive increased rainfall in 
the relatively near future, that irriga- 
tion projects have been constructed and 
the construction of other such projects 
are imminent, that important and ex- 
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tensive construction projects for the de- 
velopment of waterways in the Port 
Lavaca and Victoria areas are being, or 
soon will be, undertaken, and that under 
all such conditions there is certain to be 
an increase in the movement of traffic 
over the line. 


Weather and Prospective Traffic 


“They contend that public convenience 
and necessity dictate that the applicant, 
who has long enjoyed the business of this 
area in good times, should stand the ad- 
versities with other members of the com- 
munity and await the return of normal 
conditions. In its report of November 2, 
1956, division 4 stated that it could not 
conclude that a resumption of rainfall 
or the prospective development of irriga- 
tion facilities will produce an additional 
volume of traffic necessary to overcome 
applicant’s losses and the substantial 
amount of deferred maintenance sus- 
tained. Upon reconsideration and fur- 
ther analysis of the situation, we con- 
clude that there is merit in this conten- 
tion. 


“Protestants also contend that the 
traffic moving to and from Stockdale 
warrants retention of the line, at least 
insofar as that point is concerned. An 
exhibit of record shows that of the 449 
carloads originating at or consigned to 
points on the line during the first eight 
months of 1955, 376 carloads, or 84 per 
cent of the total, moved to or from 
Stockdale. The distance between Nixon 
and Stockdale is about 12 miles, equal 
to about 27 per cent of the mileage pro- 
posed to be abandoned. 


“The result of operating the 12-mile 
stretch of road for this eight-month 
period computed on the basis of 84 per 
cent of the revenue and 27 per cent of 
the direct expenses of the line, includ- 
ing 100 per cent of station expenses and 
an appropriate amount computed on the 
50-per cent basis previously described 
for the cost of handling the traffic be- 
yond the line, shows a net profit from 
such operation of about $15,000. In our 
opinion there is no justification for an 
abandonment of this portion of the line. 


“Considering the whole record, we 
conclude that no showing has been made 
which warrants abandonment of the 
line at this time. This conclusion, how- 
ever, is without prejudice to resubmis- 
sion of the matter at such later date as 
the applicant may deem that the 
public convenience and necessity require 
and an appropriate showing thereof can 
be made.” 


Truck Line Not Operating 
Unlawfully, 1.C.C. Finds 


The Commission, division 1, by a re- 
port and order in MC-C-1656, Boston & 
Maine Transportation Co. v. J. A. Garvey 
Transportation, Inc., et al., embracing 


MC-C-1698, Hemingway Brothers In- 
terstate Trucking Co. et al. v. Same, 
has concluded that the complainants 
have failed to sustain their burden of 
proving that the defendant has actual- 
ly conducted operations without au- 
thority from the Commission. 


Allegations with respect to the de- 
fendant— Augustine J. Nelson, doing 


business as Royal Transportation—were 
held to be moot, after the Commission 
determined that the defendant was no 
longer a motor carrier conducting the 
operations complained of. 

In the title complaint, the Commission 
said, it was alleged that the defendant 
Nelson, prior to August 7, 1951, under 
his authority to transport “mill supplies 
and mill products,” engaged in trans- 
porting various commodities not properly 
classified as such and that on and after 
that date, Garvey, as lessee of Nelson’s 
operating authority, conducted similar 
unauthorized operations. 

In MC-C-1698, the Commission said, 
complainants made substantially similar 
allegations against the same defendants. 

The Commission said that the showing 
by complainants, in its opinion, fell far 
short of establishing that Garvey ac- 
tually transported any of the commodi- 
ties involved from and to the points 
named in the complaints. 

At the most, it said, the record: showed 
that Garvey had solicited and held 
itself cut to transport the commodities 
in question from and to certain points. 


l. and S. Cases Without 
Evidence From Protestant 
Should Be Dropped—Murphy 


The failure of a protestant to sub- 
mit a statement of facts and argu- 
ment in an investigation and suspen- 
sion case, after the protestant suc- 
cessfully sought suspension of a 
carrier’s rate, should have caused 
the Commission to discontinue the 
proceeding without a report, pro- 
vided that none of the issues raised 
by the protest was such as to justify 
continuing the investigation as if on 
the Commission’s own motion, ac- 
cording to Commissioner Murphy. 


Commissioner Murphy made this 
statement in a dissent in I. and S. 
M-9317, Groceries—Between New York 
and Philadelphia. In a report and order 
in the proceeding, the Commission, di- 
vision 2, found a suspended rate not 
shown to be just and reasonable and 
ordered the rate canceled on or before 
August 7, on not less than one day’s 
notice. 

The Commission had under consider- 
ation in this proceeding a rate of 30 
cents a 100 pounds, minimum 30,000 
pounds, on groceries, foodstuffs, and 
canned or preserved goods, between 
Philadelphia, Pa., and New York, N.Y., 
zones 1 and 2. The rate was filed, it 
said, by Creger Motor. Lines, Inc., to be- 
come effective January 12. On protest of 
the Middle Atlantic Conference, oper- 
ation of the schedules was suspended 
to and including August 11. 

The respondent’s present rate on 
these articles was not of record, but was 
intended to meet a rate of 30 cents, 
minimum 23,000 pounds, published on 
the same commodities between the same 
points by Atkinson Motor Freight, Inc., 
effective May 23, 1955, the Commission 
said, adding that the latter rate was 
increased on March 4, 1957, to 33 cents. 


Respondent’s Contention 


“The respondent states that it has lost 
tonnage as a result of the lower rate 
published by Atkinson Motor Freight 
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and that it is threatened with the loss 
of additional traffic unless it meets that 
rate,” the majority said. “It points out 
that the proposed rate would yield mini- 
mum truckload revenue of $90 and urges 
that the rate would be compensatory 
and would yield in excess of six cents 
a ton-mile. 


“The protestant submitted no evidence 
in this proceeding. The record does ot 
disclose the distance between the con- 
sidered points over route of movement 
the volume of traffic moving, the amount 
of the reduction entailed by the proposed 
rate, nor any of the underlying Gata 
upon which the respondent bases its 
conclusion that the rate would be com- 
pensatory. 

“In proceedings of this nature the 
burden is upon the respondent to show 
that a proposed rate is just and iea- 
sonable. An important element to be 
considered is whether the rate is com- 
pensatory. A determination in that 
respect requires some cost evidence which 
can be related to the particular move- 
ment or pertinent rate comparisons. or 
both. No such evidence was presented, 
and thus we are unable to appraise the 


~~ > saauaaamaaa nature of the proposed 
rate. 


“We find that the proposed rate is 
not shown to be just and reasonable. 
An order will be entered requiring the 
cancellation of the proposed schedules, 
and discontinuing the proceeding.” 


Murphy’s Dissent 
In his dissent, Commissioner Murphy 
noted that the respondent was proposing 
a rate of 30 cents, minimum 30,000 
pounds, to meet a competitor’s rate of 
30 cents, minimum 23,000 pounds, which 


was subsequently increased to 33 cents, 
same minimum. 


“Whereas the protestant herein de- 
faulted in not submitting a statement of 
facts and argument under modified pro- 
cedure,” Commissioner Murphy said, “the 
respondent has made a prima facie case 
which stands unrebutted that the rates 
are reasonably compensatory and other- 
wise just and reasonable. 

“The yield of $90 was stated by the 
protestant, Middle Atlantic Conference, 
at the time of suspension to be, accord- 
ing to advice of its members, not fully 
compensatory. This is pure hearsay. 
Moreover, it was nowhere stated in- 
formally that the anticipated return 
would be other than reasonably com- 
pensatory and, of course, the issue of 
compensativeness was conceded along 
with all other issues raised by the pro- 
test by the failure of the protestant to 
submit formal evidence. 


Absence of Opposition 


“IT would rely on Rule 1.45(b) of our 
general rules of practice which states 
that the term ‘defendant’ shall include 
the term ‘protestant’ and on Rule 1.46(b) 
which terms the failure of a party to 
file a necessary pleading a default and 
provides for disposition without further 
notice to the defaulting party and with- 
out other formal proceedings. Pursuant 
thereto this proceeding, in my opinion, 
should normally have been discontinued 
by order without report provided of 
course that none of the issues raised by 
the protest was such as to justify con- 
tinuing the investigation as if on the 
Commission’s own motion. In the absence 
of formal opposition or Obvious jeopardy 
to the rate structure this Commission 
should not take it upon itself to inter- 
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fere with a carrier seeking to exercise 
iis managerial discretion. 

“However, since the competitive rate 
intended to be met has been increased 
in the meantime to 33 cents, I would 
fnd the proposed rate not shown to be 
jast and reasonable without prejudice 
to the filing of a reasonable rate of 33 
cents in order to reflect the changed 
c »nditions.” 


|.C.C. Places Restrictions 
On Any-Quantity Pallet 


Fates at Truckload Level 


The Commission, division 3, has 
a oproved for application by a motor 
c .rrier, any-quantity rates on pallets, 
yvood, old, returned, from Buffalo, 
E:mira, Rochester and Syracuse, 
)b.Y., to Brooklyn, N.Y., and Pauls- 
boro, NJ., on the same level as 
t:uckload rates, provided the pro- 
ponent eliminates from the proposed 
rates a provision permitting the 
pallets to be loaded and delivered 
only at the option of the carrier, and 
restricts the application of the rates 
over the route or routes of carriers 
which transported the loaded pallets 
in the reverse direction. 


By a report and order in I. and S. 
M-9147, Pallets—From New York to N.Y. 
and N.J., division 3, under modified pro- 
cedure, found the schedules under con- 
sideration not shown just and reasonable 
and ordered them canceled on or before 
August 9, on not one less than one day’s 
notice, without prejudice to the filing 
of new schedules in conformity with the 
views expressed in the report. 

The division said that by schedules 
filed to become effective November 19, 
1956, Richards Freight Lines, Inc., a 
member of the Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference, through independent action, pro- 
posed the new any-quantity rates. On 
protest of the conference, operation of 
the schedules was suspended until June 
18 and voluntarily postponed to and 
including September 19. 

It said the respondent presently main- 
tained a classification rating of Column 
70 on less-truckload shipments and a 
truckload rating of Column 37.5, mini- 
mum 23,000 pounds. 

In the event that the pallets were 
returned to the original point of ship- 
ment by the carrier who handled the 
inbound movement of loaded pallets, an 
exceptions rating of Column 60 was pub- 
lished on behalf of the respondent by the 
conference, division 3, said. The pro- 
posed any-quantity rates, it added, were 
Substantially the same as the present 
truckload rates, both reflecting approxi- 
aoe 37.5 per cent of the current first 
Class. 

The tariff item was identified as item 
475, of Richards Freight Lines, Inc., 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 6. 


Provision in Tariff Item 


Division 3 said that the tariff item was 
Subject to the following provision: 

“Pallets shipped under this rate may 
be loaded and delivered at the con- 
venience of the carrier, who reserved the 
right to limit the number of pallets he 
will accept on any shipment.” 
, This provision, the division said, “vio- 
lates the fundamental duties of a com- 


mon -carrier under section 216 (b) of 
the interstate commerce act, and if 
allowed to go into effect would open the 
door to unjust discrimination and undue 
prejudice and preference forbidden by 
section 216 (d) of the act.” It noted 
that the Commission in Iron or Steel, 
in Containers—Central Territory, 54 
M.C.C. 139, condemned tariff provisions 
which made the return of empty con- 
tainers free of charge dependent on the 
option of the carrier. 

In Pallets, Platforms, or Skids, Central 
Territory, 52 M.C.C. 282, the division 3 
said, division 2 noted that the utilization 
of pallets had proven eminently satis- 
factory to both carriers and shippers and 
found that proposed any-quantity rates 
on returned pallets, platforms or skids 
approximately one-half of the fourth- 
class (Class 50) rates would be just and 
reasonable “if their application were 
restricted to apply over the route or 
routes of carriers which transported the 
loaded containers in the reverse direc- 
tion.” The rates here proposed were not 
subject to such a tariff limitation, divi- 
sion 3 said. 

Conclusions of Division 3 


“The proposed rates are on a higher 
basis than were the rates approved in 
Pallets, Platforms, or Skids, Central 
Territory, supra, and appear to be on 
the same general basis as are a number 
of other rates on returned pallets in 
Central Territory,” the division said. 
“They seem to be compensatory. How- 
ever, they may not be approved without 
the elimination of the above-quoted pro- 
vision which would permit the pallets 
to be loaded and delivered only at the 
option of the carrier, nor without tariff 
provisions restricting the application of 
the rates over the route or routes of 
carriers which transported the loaded 
pallets in the reverse direction.” 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of Com- 
mission reports. Mimeographed copies of 
such reports in full may be obtained by 
prompt application to the Commission. 





Ammonium Nitrate 


I. and S. M-8616, Ammonium Nitrate— 
Texas to Idaho, Neb., and Wyo. By di- 
vision 3. Proceeding discontinued on 
finding not shown to be unlawful, initial 
rates on ammonium nitrate in truckloads 
from Etter, Tex., to points in Idaho, 
Nebraska, Utah and Wyoming, as pro- 
posed by the Wright Motor Lines, Inc., in 
schedules filed to become effective June 
10, 1956. On protest of certain rail car- 
riers, operation of the schedules was sus- 
pended until January 10, when they be- 
came effective, the Commission said. As 
an example of the rates, the Commission 
said that to Pocatello and five points in 
Utah, the rate proposed was $21.20 a net 
ton, and the proposed rates to 45 points 
in Nebraska ranged from $10.58 to Chap- 
pell to $13.10 to Ainsworth. The Com- 
mission said the corresponding proposed 
rates were 25 per cent, and more, higher 
than the rail rates, minimum 80,000 
pounds. The Commission concluded that 
the proposed rates were reasonably com- 
pensatory. 


Assembling Rates 


I. and S. M-8458, Assembling Rates— 
Rockford, Ill., to Chicago. Modified pro- 
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cedure followed. By division 2. Reduced 
less-truckload assembling rates from 
Rockford, Ill., to Chicago, Ill. found 
lawful, but a reduced less-truckload com- 
modity rate of 54 cents a 100 pounds on 
machine or machine parts, automobile 
engine parts, N.O.I., parts, driving gear, 
running gear, N.O.I., iron or steel, from 
Rockford to Chicago found not shown 
just and reasonable and ordered can- 
celed on or before August 6, on not less 
than one day’s notice. The Commission 
said the schedules were filed to become 
effective April 30, 1956, by Overnite 
Motor Service, Inc., but that on protest 
of the Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
operation of the scheduies was sus- 
pended until November 30, 1956, when 
they became effective. The Commission 
said that the proposed assembling rates 
were 94, 78, 70, 55 and 55 cents per 100 
pounds, for classes 1, 2, 3, 55 and 4, 
respectively, and that the prior assem- 
bling rates maintained by the respondent 
were 96, 85, 5, 75, and 75 cents for the 
same respective classes. It said no evi- 
dence was offered in support of the 
proposed commodity rate of 54 cents. 
With respect to the assembling rates, 
the Commission said that in the absence 
of a stronger showing that these rates 
were too low, “we are unable to find 
that they are unjust or unreasonable.” 


Advertising Matter 


I. and S. M-8887, Advertising Matter 
—Chicago, Ill. to Auburn, Ind. By di- 
vision 3. Modified -procedure followed. 
Proceeding discontinued on finding just 
and reasonable a reduced commodity 
rate of 50 cents a 100 pounds, mini- 
mum 22,000 pounds, on advertising mat- 
ter from Chicago, Ill., to Auburn, Ind. 
The Commission said the rate was pub- 
lished by the Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, in schedules filed to be- 
come effective August 31, 1956, on be- 
half of Arrow Motor Transit and Ren- 
ner’s Express. Respondents’ present rate, 
and the rate maintained by other car- 
riers was 58 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, the Commission said. It said the 
proposed rate and the revenue derived 
therefrom compared favorably with the 
rates, and their yields, on the same com- 
modities instanced by the respondents. 
Commissioner Minor, dissenting, said the 
respondent had not met the burden of 
proof. The rate comparisons fell far 
short of proving the compensatory na- 
ture of the assailed rate, he said, “par- 
ticularly when the record failed to show 
the circumstances of the compared rates 
and whether, in fact, they even moved 
traffic.” 


Alcoholic Liquors 


I. and S. M-5299, Liquors Between 
Brownsville, Pa. and Louisville, Ky. By 
the Commission, on _ reconsideration. 
Findings in the prior report, 66 M.C.C. 
76, modified and proceeding discontinued 
on finding just and reasonable a rate of 
87 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 60,000 
pounds, on alcoholic liquors, in bond, 
between Brownsville, Pa., and Louisville, 
Ky. The Commission said the rate be- 
came effective on April 21, 1954, and ap- 
plied regardless of the number of trucks 
used and alternated with a rate of 93 
cents, minimum 23,000 pounds. It said 
the rate was proposed by Hayes Freight 
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Line, Inc. In the prior report, the Com- 
mission said, division 2 found the rate 
not shown just and reasonable. The Com- 
mission said railroad protestants urged 
that the respondent might not publish 
minimum weights in excess of the legal 
and physical capacity of a single vehicle 
without a showing that as a result of 
such minimum weight the cost to the 
carrier was less than the cost at a truck- 
load minimum requiring only one vehicle. 
Factors other than the cost of transpor- 
tation, such as competition between car- 
riers, must be considered in determining 
competitive rates, the Commission said. 
It cited Eastern Central M.C. Ass’n v. 
US., 321 U.S. 194. Motor carrier minimum 
weights greater than the amounts which 
could be transported in single vehicles 
were not necessarily unlawful, where 
they were warranted by carrier competi- 
tion and, in connection with the rates 
to which they were subject, yielded ade- 
quate earnings, it said, citing Iron or 
Steel, Minimum 80,000 Pounds, Chicago 
District, 54 M.C.C. 413, 417. Dissenting, 
Commissioner Freas said the evidence 
submitted to show that the rate was 
compensatory was not convincing. 


RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS 


Delaware & Hudson 


Hearing Examiner John L. Bradford, 
by a proposed report in Finance No. 
19536, Delaware & Hudson Railroad 
Corp. Abandonment, has recommended 
that the Commission, division 4, ap- 
prove, subject to conditions for the pro- 
tection of employes the same as pre- 
scribed in Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Aban- 
donment, 257 I.C.C. 700, the abandon- 
ment by the D. & H. of 741 miles of 
the northern end of its Lake George 
branch line in Warren County, N.Y. Ex- 
aminer Bradford said that the Martin 
Lumber Co., and the Lumber Processing 
Corp., protestants, had asserted that 
they were ready to execute a contract of 
sale and purchase of all line and attend- 
ant properties unencumbered for a con- 
sideration of $430,000, conditioned on 
the Commission’s approval. In a num- 
ber of prior decisions, he said, the Com- 
mission had permitted abandonment of 
a line on condition that the carrier sell 
the line, or any part thereof, for con- 
tinued operation, to any person, firm 
or corporation offering within a rea- 
sonable time to purchase the same at a 
price not less than the fair net salvage 
value. A similar condition should be 
prescribed by division 4 in this proceed- 
ing if abandonment was permitted, he 
said. 


Missouri Pacific 


By an application in Finance No. 
19811, the Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 
has asked the Commission for authority 
to abandon its line extending from Ma- 
jors northwestwardly 5.24 miles to the 
end of ‘the line at Mix, all located in 
Pointe Coupee Parish, La., and known as 
the Erwinville subdivision. Applicant 


said that the line to be abandoned served 
an agricultural area largely devoted to 
the growing of sugar cane and that in- 
bound movements consisted of occasion- 
al road materials and some animal and 


poultry feed. The line had been operated 
at a loss since 1952, it said. Revenues 
derived from available traffic were not 
sufficient to justify the continued opera- 
tion of this line and there were no fu- 
ture prospects of improvement, it said. 


St. Francois County 


By an application in Finance No. 
19815, the St. Francois County Railroad 
Co., Farmington, Mo., asks permission to 
abandon its entire line of railroad from 
a point of connection with the Missouri- 
Illinois Railroad at Hurryville, Mo., ex- 
tending generally southwardly through 
the city of Farmington, thence generally 
westwardly to the end of the line at 
a connection with the Missouri Pacific 
Railroad at DeLassus, Mo., about 10 
miles, all in St. Francois County, Mo. 
The applicant said that it originated 
very little traffic and that its principal 
source Of revenue was derived from 
traffic received from connecting lines 
and delivered by it. - Operations had 
been at a substantial loss each year since 
1948, with the exception of 1951, when 
it had a profit of $147.52, the applicant 
said, adding that there was no prospect 
of any improvement in the situation. 


Illinois Central 


The Commission, division 4, has an- 
nounced the approval of a report and 
certificate in Finance No. 19704, Illinois 
Central Railroad Co., Abandonment. 
In the application, the I.C. asked for 
authority to abandon its line of railroad 
extending from mile post 12.57 east of 
Herrin, Ill., to mile post 15.40, a distance 
of 2.9 miles, all in Williamson County, 
Ill. All producing industries on the line 
had been abandoned and further opera- 
tion of the line would become a burden 
on interstate commerce, applicant said. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of motor 
carrier reports of the Commission. Mime- 
ographed copies of such reports in full 
may be obtained by prompt application 
to the Commission. 





MC-1187, Sub. 20, Cushman Motor De- 
livery Co., Chicago, IIL, Extension— 
Ohio. Certificate denied. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between junc- 
tion of U.S. Highway 52 and unnumbered 
highway (Kilby Road) and Cincinnati, 
O., over a designated route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

* MC-20723, Sub. 3, Elam Z. Martin, 
Leola, Pa., Extension—Wooden Pallets. 
Certificate denied. (1) Specified com- 
modities, from Leola, Pa., to points in 
Del., Md., N.J., N.Y., Va., and D.C., and 
(2) lumber, from the destination states to 
Leola, over irregular routes. 

MC-37421, Sub. 8, W. R. Candler, dba 
W. R. Candler Transfer Co., Asheville, 
N.C., Extension—North Carolina. Certifi- 
cate denied. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Asheville, N.C., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in 15 counties in North Carolina. 

* MC-78400, Sub. 6, Beaufort Transfer 
Co., Gerald, Mo., Extension—Japan, Mo. 
Certificate granted. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Gerald, 
Mo., and Japan, Mo. 


MC-116188, Laurie V. Baltzell, Jr., dba 
Baltzell Truck Lines, North Kansas City, 
Mo., Contract Carrier. Permit denied. 


TRAFFIC Wor.ip 


Specified commodities from Kansas City, 
Kan., Mo., to all points in Ia., Ill., Kan, 
Mo., Neb., and Wis., over irregular routes, 

MC-108449, Sub. 37, Indianhead Truck 
Line, Inc., St. Paul, Minn., Extension — 
Wisconsin and Michigan. Certificaie 
granted. Over irregular routes, Petio- 
leum and petroleum products, in buik, 
in tank vehicles, (1) from Minneapo ‘is 
and St. Paul, Minn., and points witl in 
10 miles of each, to points in Wis., aid 
the upper peninsula of Mich., and 2) 
from Superior Wis., to points in the up)er 
peninsula. 

* MC-113437, Sub. 3, Bellinger Trars- 
portation, Inc., Johnstown, N.Y., Exten- 
sion—Natick, Mass., embracing Mo5- 
113437, Sub. 4, Same, Extension— Ba’ :i- 
more, Md. Permit denied in the ti'le 
proceeding and granted in the embraced 
proceeding. In the title case, over 
irregular routes, malt beverages, in ccn- 
tainers, from Natick, Mass., to Glove’s- 
ville, N.Y., and empty malt beverage con- 
tainers on return. In the Sub. 4 proce; d- 
ing, over irregular routes, malt beverages, 
in containers, from Baltimore, Md., to 
Gloversville, N.Y., and empty containers 
on return. 


MC-115113, Iowa Packers Xpress, Inc., 
Fort Dodge, Ia., Common Carrier. Cer- 
tificate granted, on _ reconsideration. 
Fresh meat and frozen offal, from the 
site of the plant of the Fort Dodge 
Packing Co., at Fort Dodge, Ia., to Akron, 
O., Stanford, Bridgeport, and Waterbury, 
Conn., Boston, Gardner, and Holyoke, 
Mass., Baltimore, Md., Washington, D.C., 
Newark, N.J., Buffalo, Troy and New 
York, N.Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Norfolk, Va. 


* MC-116338, Grant Ball, South Mill- 
brook, N.Y., Common Carrier. Certificate 
granted. Passengers and their baggage, 
in round-trip charter operations begin- 
ning and ending at Millbrook, N.Y., and 
extending to points in several states, 
during a specified season. 

* MC-114004, Sub. 12, Arkansas Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., Little Rock, Ark. Extension 
—tTrailers to Several States. Certificate 
granted. Over irregular routes, trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, in initial movements, truckaway, 
from Camden, Ark., and points within 
10 miles thereof, to points in 26 states. 


MC-110117, Sub. 5, Kendrick Cartage 
Co., Salem, Hl., Extension—Paducah, Ky. 
Permit granted. Over irregular routes, 
petroleum and petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant 
site of the Gulf Oil Co., at Paducah, Ky., 
to points in Illinois on and south of 
U.S. Highway 36. 


*MC-38170, Sub. 15, White Star Truck- 
ing, Inc., Lincoln Park, Mich., Extension 
—Alternate Route. Certificate granted. 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Detroit, Mich., and Toledo, O., 
over alternate U.S. Highway 24, serving 
no intermediate points, as an alternate 
route in connection with regular-route 
operations. 


MC-23986, Sub. 10, Blair Transit Co., 
Saginaw, Mich., Extension—Arthur, Mich. 
Certificate granted. General commod- 
ities, with exceptions, serving Arthur, 
Mich., as an off-route point in connec- 
tion with authorized regular route opera- 
tions over Michigan Highway 81. 

* MC-66562, Sub. 1347, Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., New York, N.Y., Extension 
—Seneca, S.C. Certificate granted. Gen- 
eral commodities, moving in express serv- 
ice, between Seneca and Walhalla, £.C. 
over a described route, and return, serv- 
ing no intermediate points, subject to the 
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onditions, among others, that the service 
»e limited to that auxiliary to or supple- 
nental of express service and that the 
uthority for the transportation of dan- 
rerous explosives be limited to a period 
xpiring five years from the effective 
late of the certificate. 


MC-76564, Sub. 54, Hill Lines, Inc., 
\marillo, Tex., Extension—New Mexico. 
‘ertificate denied. General commodities, 
ith exceptions, (1) between Hobbs, N.M., 
nd the Texas-New Mexico border near 
al, N.M., over New Mexico Highway 18; 
2) between junction New Mexico high- 
ays 18 and 176, near Eunice, N.M., and 
inction New Mexico Highway 176 and 
S. highways 62 and 180, over New 
fexico Highway 176, and (3) between 
inction New Mexico Highway 8 and 
S. highway 62 and 180 and junction 
‘'ew Mexico highways 8 and 176, over 
).ew Mexico Highway 8, serving all in- 
termediate points and off-route points 
\ithin five miles of the described routes, 


ind the off-route points of Ochoa and 
j-ennett, N.M. 


* MC-87379, Sub. 2, C. H. Hooker 
‘rucking Co., Uhrichsville, O., Exten- 
s.on — Connecticut-Massachusetts. Cer- 
ficate granted. Over irregular routes, 
(1) products and articles manufactured 
’ clay, except earthenware and pottery, 

om Junction City, O., and points in 
Juscarawas County, O., to points in 
Conn., Del., Mass., Va., Wis., N.J., and 
D.c., and, on return, used pallets, and 
(2) pallets used in the transportation of 
clay products from points in Ill. Ind., 
Ky., Md., Mich., N.Y., Pa., and W.Va., 
to Junction City and points in Tuscara- 
was County. 


MC-114912, Sub. 6, Charles J. Kotwica, 
dba Rome Express, Rome, N.Y., Exten- 
sion—Copper. Permit granted. Over ir- 
regular routes, (1) copper wire, from 
Rome, N.Y., to Leeds, Fitchburg, Cam- 
bridge and West Acton, Mass., and 
Winsted, Wallingford and Willimantic, 
Conn.; (2) aluminum rods, wire and 
cable, from Rome to Pompton Lakes and 
Passaic, N.J., Bridgeport, Conn., Bristol 
and Providence, R.I., Philadelphia, Pa., 
and Springfield, Worcester, Holyoke and 
Brookfield, Mass.; (3) copper rods, from 
Rome to Pompton Lakes and Passaic, 
N.J., Bridgeport and Winsted, Conn., 
Bristol and Providence, R.I., Philadelphia, 
Pa., and Springfield, Worcester, Holyoke 
and Brookfield, Mass., and (4) empty 
reels, spools and containers for rods, wire 
and cable, from the destination points 
in (1) (2) and (3) to Rome. 


MC-96461, Sub. 1, E. G. Menelaus, dba 
Blockton Oil Co., Blockton, Ia., Exten- 
sion—Paola, Kan. Certificate denied. Over 
irregular routes, liquid petroleum gas, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Paola, Kan., 
to points in that part of Iowa bounded 
on the north by Iowa Highway 92 and on 
the east by U.S. Highway 69, serving 


points on portions of the specified high- 
ways. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Order in F.D. No. 19780, Norfolk & West- 
rn Railway Co. Equipment Trust. Certif- 
icates, authorizing the Norfolk & Western 
Railway Co. to assume obligation and liabil- 
ity, as guarantor, in respect of not exceeding 
$4,320,000 of Norfolk & Western Railway 
equipment-trust certificates, series B, bear- 
ing dividends at the rate of 414g per cent per 
‘innum, to be issued by The First Pennsyi- 
vania Banking and Trust Co., as trustee, and 
old at 98.5779 per cent of principal and ac- 
‘rued dividends in connection with the pro- 
‘urement of certain new equipment. Ap- 


aa 
proved. Commissioner Winchell not partici- 
Ppating . 
* + 7” 

Report and order in F.D. 19715, Butte, 
Anaconda & Pacific Railway Co. Joint Use, 
approving and authorizing acquisition by 
Butte, Anaconda & Pacific Railway Co. of 
joint use of a line of railroad of Northern 
Pacific Railway Co., between Butte and Du- 
rant, in Silver Bow County, Mont. Approved, 
Conditions prescribed. iB 

Order in F.D. No. 19788, Detroit & Canada 
Tunnel Corp. Note, authorizing the Detroit 
& Canada Tunnel Corp. to issue an unse- 
cured long-term installment promissory note 
in a principal amount not exceeding $928,984, 
payable to the order of the National Bank of 
Detroit, to evidence a loan of like amount. 
The note will be dated as of the date of issue, 
will be payable in six annual installments 
beginning October 31, 1958, and ending Octo- 
ber 31, 1963, and will bear interest at the rate 
of 414 percent per annum, payable quar- 
terly on unpaid balances. The proceeds will 
be used by the applicant to purchase 66,356 
shares of its common stock of the par value 
of $5 a share from the estate of George R. 
Cooke, (deceased former officer of the appli- 
cant) and from certain trusts existing in 
favor of his grandchildren. The stock is 
to be held by the applicant as treasury stock 
subject to further order of this Commission. 
Approved. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC-F-6573, Nigro Freight Lines, Inc.— 
Purchase—Diamond Motor Transportation, 
Ine. (George Goldstein, trustee). Applica- 
tion of Nigro Freight Lines, Inc., of Farm- 
ington, Conn., for temporary operation of 
the motor carrier rights of Diamond Motor 
Transportation, Inc., of Natick, Mass., 
granted, in part, with conditions. 

~ 


MC-F-6529, Crawford Transport Co., Inc.— 
Lease (Portion)—Dallas & Mavis Forwarding 
Co., Inc. Application of Crawford Transport 
Co., Inc., Huntington, W.Va., for authority 
to lease certain operating rights of Dallas & 
Mavis Forwarding Co., Inc., South Bend, Ind., 
and of F. S. Crawford, S. T. Crawford, Jr., 
Jack Crawford, and Alice Crawford, for au- 
thority to acquire control of the operating 
rights through the lease, denied. 


MC-F-6591, Petroleum Transportation, Inc. 
—Purchase (Portion)—G. & H. Transit Co., 
Inc. Application of Petroleum Transportation, 
Inc., of Gastonia, N.C., for temporary opera- 
tion of a portion of the motor carrier rights 
and properties of G. & H. Transit Co., Inc., 
of Charlotte, N.C., denied. 


Orders 


1.C.C. Upholds Division 4 
Rulings on Mixed Exempt, 


Non-Exempt Bargeload Tows 


The entire Commission has re- 
fused to reconsider a_ two-to-one 
ruling of division 4 that the trans- 
portation by water cariers of bulk 
commodities, which is exempt from 
regulation under the interstate com- 
merce act, in a unit with non-ex- 
empt commodities, subjects the 
entire cargo to regulation. 


By an order in No. 32033, Commercial 
Transport Corp.—Exemption Section 303 
(b) and 303(f)(2), the Commission de- 
nied a petition filed by Commercial Barge 
Lines, Inc., and Commercial Transport 
Corp. for reconsideration of a report and 
order in the proceeding by division 4 
(T.W., March 30, p. 173). The Commis- 
sion said that the reasons set forth in 
support of the'petition did not present 
good and sufficient cause to warrant 
granting of the petition. 
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In its report, the majority of division 
4 said that “we believe it is clear that 
non-bulk commodities cannot be in- 
cluded in a tow of bulk commodities 
without subjecting the entire cargo to 
regulation regardless of how the respon- 
sibility to shippers under bills of lading 
may be divided among two or more car- 
riers.” 

The majority also held that incidental 
towage performed for other carriers sub- 
ject to the act was exempt from regula- 
tion under the provisions of section 303 
(f) (2) where a barge or barges carrying 
non-bulk commodities were towed in the 
same unit with bulk commodities, “and 
that this finding would be the same ir- 
respective of whether or not there was 
a relationship, corporate or otherwise, 
between the tower and other carriers.” 
Commissioner Arpaia dissented. 

Also in the report, the division said 
that the genesis of the proceeding was 
a plan of operation which was to be 
instituted on consummation of a merger 
and other matters which were the sub- 
ject of a proceeding docketed as MC-F- 
6331, Commercial Transport Corp.— 
Merger—American Barge Line Co. 

Since the issuance of the report in the 
instant proceeding, division 4 has issued 
its report and order in MC-F-6331, au- 
thorizing Commercial Transport to ac- 
quire control of American Barge, and to 
merge the operating rights and property 
of American Barge into Commercial, fol- 
lowing which Commercial would be re- 
named American Commercial Barge Line 
Co. (T.W., June 22, p. 47). 


Rights of Mechling Barge 
Restated After Merger 


The Commission, division 1, has issued 
a fifth amended certificate and order 
in W-630, A. L. Mechling, Common Car- 
rier Application, and related cases, giving 
effect to unification of the operating 
rights of Mechling and Marine Transit 
Co., in accordance with the Commission’s 


approval of a merger of the two com- 
panies. 


The Commission said that the merger 
transaction had been consummated and 
that it appeared that the fourth amended 
certificate and order of May 14, 1956 in 
W-630 and sub-numbered proceedings, 
and the certificate of November 13, 1942 
in W-439, issued to Marine Transit, 
should be superseded and canceled, and 
in lieu thereof a fifth amended certifi- 
cate and order should be issued to Mech- 
ling in which the operating rights of 
Marine should be unified without dup- 
lications, with those of Mechling. The 
sub-numbered proceedings are W-630, 
Sub. 2, A. L. Mechling Barge Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Florida, W-630, Sub. 4, Same, 
Extension—Tampa, W-630, Sub. 5, Same, 
Extension—Tampa (2). 


The new certificate, effective August 
12, authorizes Mechling to operate as a 
common carrier by non-self-propelled 
vessels with the use of separate towing 
vessels, in the transportation of (1) 
commodities generally between Indiana 
Harbor and East Chicago, Ind., and Chi- 
cago and South Chicago, Ill., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, St. Louis, Mo., 
and all intermediate ports and points 
along the Illinois Waterway and the 
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Mississippi River; (2) grain and soybeans 
between all points on the Illinois Water- 
way and that portion of the Mississippi 
River between Burlington, Ia., and New 
Madrid, Mo., inclusive, except as au- 
thorized in (1) above; (3) grain and 
soybeans, and the products thereof, from 
ports and points along the Illinois 
Waterway, the Mississippi River from 
Minneapolis Minn., to Memphis, Tenn., 
both inclusive, and the St. Croix River 
below and including Stillwater, Minn., to 
the Port of Tampa, Fla.; (4) phosphate 
rock, phosphatic feed supplements, and 
phosphatic fertilizers, from the ports of 
Tampa and South Boca Grande, Fla., to 
those ports and points specfied as origins 
in (3) above; (5) iron and steel articles 
from ports and points along the Illinois 
Waterway and the Mississippi River from 
Clinton, Ia., to St. Louis, Mo., both in- 
clusive, to Tampa, Fla.; and (6) dry 
sewage sludge from Chicago, IIl., to Tam- 
pa. Fla. 


Lower Barge Sulphur Rates 
Allowed to Be Effective 


The Commission’s appellate division 
2 announced on June 24 that it had 
voted that day not to suspend tariff 
schedules establishing reduced barge 
common carrier commodity rates on sul- 
phur (brimstone), bargeload, from Free- 
port, Galveston, and Houston, Tex., and 
Lake Charles and Port Sulphur, La., to 
various Ohio River ports. 

The considered schedules, it said, were 
published in supplement 14 to Federal 
Barge Lines, Inc., I.C.C., No. 50, and in 
related tariffs of Union Barge Lines 
Corporation, -Mississippi Valley Barge 
Line Co., and American Barge Line Co., 
scheduled to become effective June 25. 

“The Board of Suspension had con- 
cluded not to suspend the protested 
schedules and the action of division 2 
followed the filing of an appeal for re- 
consideration of the board’s action,” the 
Commission said. “The action of the 
Board of Suspension and of division 2 
does not constitute approval of the pro- 
tested schedules.” 


Aluminum Rates Not Suspended 


The Commission, division 2, acting as 
an appellate division, voted on June 20 
not to suspend schedules establishing 
new and reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates, less-truckloads and 
truckloads, on aluminum articles, be- 
tween points and places in Central Ter- 
ritory, as published in MF-I.C.C. No. 19 
of Hancock-Trucking, Inc., Evansville, 
Ind., to become effective June 21. 


The Board of Suspension had con- 
cluded not to suspend the protested 
schedules and the action of division 2 
followed the filing of an appeal for 
reconsideration of the board’s action. 

This action of the board and division 2, 
the Commission said, did not constitute 
approval of the protested schedules. 


Motor Freight Rate Stands 


A proposal of certain southern motor 
carriers to establish a reduced commodity 
rate on freight, all kinds, any-quantity, 


from Philadelphia, Pa., and New York, 
N.Y., to New Orleans, La., for export, 
including export by air, was allowed to 
become effective June 21, as published 
(T.W., June 15, p. 18). 

After considering a protest of Super 
Service Motor Freight Co., Inc., and 
others, the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, concluded not to suspend the 
operation of index 360 in supplement No. 
3 to tariff No. 142-J, MF-I.C.C. No. 905 
of the Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference. 


Time for Filing Petitions 
To Reconsider I.C.C. Board 


Orders Reduced to 20 Days 


Effective July 31, the time within 
which petitions for reconsideration 
of orders of the Commission’s 
Board of Suspension,: Fourth Section 
Board and Motor Carrier Board, will 
be 20 days instead of the present 
30 days, under terms of an order 
issued by the Commission, dated 
June 19. 


In an accompanying notice in Ex 
Parte No. 55, General Rules of Practice, 
the Commission set forth changes made 
in its special rules of practice and said 
that the changes were designed to ex- 
pedite handling of matters before the 
four boards specified. 

Section 1.200(b) as amended by dele- 
tion of portions of the present text and 
by addition of new text thereto. That 
part deleted is designated by italics and 
the added part is in bold face type, in 
a reproduction of the section that fol- 
lows: 

“(b) Petitions for reconsideration of 
the action orders of the Board of Suspen- 
sion when tariffs or schedules have been 
suspended, and petitions for recon- 
sideration of any action taken by the 
and Fourth Section Board may be filed 
by any interested party person with the 
Commission for the attention of the 
designated appellate division within 30 
20 days following receipt of notice of 
such action after the date of the service 
of the order. The original and six copies 
of every pleading, document, or paper 
permitted or required to be filed under 
this section shall be furnished for the 
use of the Commission. Any interested 
person may file and serve a reply to any 
petition for reconsideration permitted 
under this subsection within 20 days 
after the filing of such petition with the 
Commission. In all other respects such 
petitions and the answers replies thereto 
will be governed by the Commission’s 
general rules of practice.” 


The notice stated that section 1.200(c) 
was unchanged. It said this section cov- 
ered the situation (not formalized by an 
order, because of time limitations) 
where the Board of Suspension has de- 
clined to suspend, and a protestant de- 
sired to petition for reconsideration of 
such declination. 


In other changes, the present section 
1.225(b) was amended and a new para- 
graph, (d), was added. The present sec- 
tion 1.225(c) was not changed. The 
present section 1.225(b), the same sec- 
tion as amended, and the new paragraph 
(d), are reproduced, respectively, as fol- 
lows: 


“(b) Petitions for reconsideration of 
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the action of the Motor Carrier Board 
may be filed by any interested party 
with the Commission for the attention 
of the designated appellate division 
within 30 days following service of r»- 
tice of such action. In all other respec's, 
except as otherwise provided by pa: a- 
graph (c) of this section, such petitic ns 
and the answers thereto will be govern ed 
by the Commission’s general rules of 
practice. 

“(b) A petition for reconsideration of 
an order of the Motor Carrier Bo: rd 
may be filed by any interested pers. n. 
Such petition and reply thereto will be 
governed by the Commission’s general 
rules of practice, except as otherwise 
provided in paragraphs (c) and (d) of 
this section. 

“(d) A petition seeking reconsiderat:on 
of an order of the Motor Carrier Bord 
entered under section 210a(a) of ‘he 
interstate commerce act must be filed 
within 20 days after the date of the 
service of the order. Within 20 days 
after the filing of such petition with 
the Commission any interested person 
may file and serve a reply thereto.” 


Mixed Shipment Rule Dropped 


A proposed motor carrier mixed ship- 
ment rule, described by a protestant as 
a “novel rule” published for the first 
time, has been canceled by the propo- 
nent under special permission. By special 
permission No. M-7054, the Rocky Moun- 
tain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., can- 
celed on behalf of its member carrier, 
Midwest Coast Transport, Inc., motor 
freight tariff No. 8, MF-I.C.C. No. 11, 
scheduled to become effective June 20. 


In a protest filed against the publica- 
tion, the bureau said the rule could 
make applicable for any deficit in mini- 
mum weight rates on commodities which 
might not be included in mixed ship- 
ments (T.W., June 15, p. 55). 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 
Suspen- 


suspended by the Commission. 
sion orders contain many schedules not 


reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 


I. and S. No. 6773, Salt in Packages— 
Louisiana to Kentucky, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
June 25 to and including January 24, 
schedules published in I.C.C. No. 16 of 
Union Barge Line Corporation, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish a barge line commodity 
rate on salt, in packages or containers, 
minimum 500 net tons, from points in 
Louisiana to Louisville, Ky. 


I. and S. M-9825, Auto Parts—Kokomo 
and Indianapolis, Ind., to Newark, Del., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from June 21, to and includ- 
ing January 20, schedules published on 
first and second revised pages No. 381-A 
to MF-I.C.C. No. A-114 of Eastern Cen- 
tral Motor Carriers Association, Inc., 
agent, Akron, O. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
automobile steering gear parts and 
transmissions, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Kokomo and Indianapolis, Ind., to 
Newark, Del. 


I. and S. M-9830, Soap—St. Louis, } 0., 
to Cincinnati, O., the Commission, Bor 'd 
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of Suspension, suspended from June 20 to 
and including January 19, schedules pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 115 and 123 
tc MF-I.C.C. No. 819 of Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chi- 
cego, Ill. and on fourteenth revised page 
2.2 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-111 of Trans- 
aiierican Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, 
M ch. The suspended schedules propose to 
es ablish a reduced motor common carrier 
cc nmodity rate to apply on soap and re- 
le ed articles; also toilet preparations 
ir :luding shaving cream and shaving 
so.p, minimum 66,000 pounds, from St. 
Li uis, Mo. to Cincinnati, O. The pro- 
pc sed rate is restricted to such shipments 
tl 1t can be loaded in a maximum of two 
ve iicles. 

. and S. M-9831, Zinc, Alloys—St, 
L: uis to Mich., Ind. and Ohio, the Com- 
m ‘sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
f: m June 30 to and including January 
ig schedules published in supplements 
Ns. 115 and 123 to MF-I.C.C. No. 819 of 
C: antral States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Ir>., agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
sc iedules propose to establish reduced 
m tor common carrier truckload com- 
m dity rates, minimum 36,000 pounds, on 
zii.c or zine alloys in the form of pigs, 
anodes and slabs, from St. Louis, Mo., to 
points in Michigan, Indiana and Ohio. 

. and S. M-9832, Commodities, Vari- 
ous—Federal Truck Lines, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspanded 
from June 21 to and including January 
20. schedules published in tariffs MF- 
I.C.C. Nos. 149, 150, 151 and 152 of Fed- 
eral Truck Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill. The 
suspended schedules propose new, re- 
duced and increased motor common car- 
ricr commodity rates on various com- 
modities between points in Central 
Territory. 

I. and S. M-9833, Hydrogen Peroxide— 
Barberton, O., to Milwaukee, Wis., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 24 to and including 
January 23 schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 57 to Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau Inc., agent, tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 817. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a new motor com- 
mon carrier commodity rate on hydrogen 
peroxide, minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
Barberton, O., to Milwaukee, Wis., and 
points grouped therewith. 


I. and S. M-9834, Asbestos—Albany, 
N.Y., to Dayton, O., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
June 21, and later, to and including 
January 20, schedules published on 
fourth and fifth revised pages No. 368 
to MF-I.C.C. No. A-114 of the Eastern 
Central Motor Carriers Association, Inc., 
agent, Akron, O. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish reduced motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
asbestos brake linings and blocks, mini- 
ma 20,000 and 30,000 pounds, from 
Albany, N.Y., to Dayton, O., in lieu 
of a higher class rate. 


I, and S. M-9835, Intermediate Rules— 
Between IIL, and Ind., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
June 25, to and including January 24, 
schedules published in supplement No. 1 
to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 864 of Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose, in connection with certain motor 
common carrier commodity rates in effect 
etween points in Illinois and Indiana, 
hat such rates will also apply to and 
from unnamed intermediate points in 
such states. 


I, and S. M-9836, Liquors—Broad Ford, 
Pa., to Louisville, Ky., the Commission, 


a 

Board of Suspension, suspended from 
June 21 to and including January 20, 
schedules published on thirteenth revised 
page 353-A to MF-I.C.C. A-114 of the 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa- 
tion, Inc., agent, Akron, O. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 
reduced motor common carrier commod- 
ity rate on alcoholic liquors, N.O.I., in 
bond, minimum 60,000 pounds, between 
Broad Ford, Pa., and Louisville, Ky. 


I, and S. M-9837, Coating, Foodstuffs— 
North Pacific Coast to Denver, Colo., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from June 21, to and includ- 
ing January 20, schedules published on 
second revised page 73-A and sixteenth 
and seventeenth revised pages 76 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 61 of the Pacific Inland Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., agent, Portland, Ore. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new and reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates on chocolate coating to 
Denver, Colo., from points in the north 
Pacific coast states of Oregon and Wash- 
ington and on foodstuffs from Portland, 
Ore., Seattle and Spokane, Wash., to 
Denver, Colo. 


I. and S. M-9838, Meats—Columbus, O., 
to New Jersey and New York, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 21 to and including January 
20, schedules published in supplement 
No. 3 to MF-I.C.C. No. 9 of Helm’s Ex- 
press, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 
reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on fresh meats, minimum 
25,000 pounds, from Columbus, O., to 
New York, N.Y. and points in New Jer- 
sey taking New York rates. 


I. and S. M-9839, Commodity Rates— 
Between Omaha, Neb. and Iowa, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 21 to and including 
January 20, schedules published in sup- 
plements 41 and 42 to MF-I.C.C. 263 of 
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
Kansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
ules propose new motor common carrier 
truckload commodity rates on burlap, 
paper or cotton bags, minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Omaha, Neb., to West 
Liberty, Ia.; new truckload commodity 
rates on malt beverages, minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Omaha, Neb., to Dubuque, 
TIa., and any quantity commodity rates 
on returned empty containers, from 
Dubuque, Ia., to Omaha, Neb., in lieu 
of higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-9840, Exception Rating— 
Mound, Minn., to N.Y. and N.J., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 21 to and including 
January 20, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 22 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-126 
issued by Eastern Central Motor Carriers 
Association, Inc., agent, Akron, O. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish a reduced motor common carrier 
exception rating on games or toys, 
N.O.1., 20 gauge or thicker, from Mound, 
Minn., to points in New York and New 
Jersey. 


I. and S. M-9841, Automobile Parts— 
Dowagiac, Mich., to Detroit, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 24 to and including January 
23, schedules published in supplements 
Nos. 166 and 174 to MF-I.C.C. No. 774 
of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
automobile parts, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
from Dowagiac, Mich., to Detroit, Mich. 


I. and S. M-9842, Paper Boxes—From 


55 


| ICC NEWS 


‘New Haven, Conn., to Hershey, Pa., the 


Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 24 to and including 
January 23, schedules published in MF’- 
I.C.C. No. 13 to Moody Transportation 
Co. Inc., Danbury, Conn. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a new 
motor common carrier commodity rate 
on paper boxes, other than corrugated, 
K. D. flat, minimum 40,000 pounds, from 
New Haven, Conn., to Hershey, Pa. 

I. and S. M-9843, Paper and Printed 
Matter—Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 24 to and including 
January 23, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 13 to MF-I.C.C. No. 169 of 
Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, 
Ind. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new or reduced motor common 
carrier commodity rates on wrapping 
paper and labels, minima 20,000 and 
30,000 pounds, from Chicago, Ill., to 
Louisville, Ky., on pulpboard and fibre- 
board, minima 22,000 and 30,000 pounds, 
from Indianapolis, Ind., to Cincinnati, 
O., and on printed matter, minimum 
40,000 pounds, from Louisville to Chicago. 

I. and S. M-9844, Chemicals—From 
Trenton, Mich., to Cincinnati and In- 
dianapolis, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from June 24 to 
and including January 23, schedules pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 166 and 174 
to MF-I.C.C. No. 774 of Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chi- 
cago, Ill. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced truckload 
motor common carrier rates on disodium 
phosphate, sodium phosphate, and triso- 
dium phosphate, from Trenton, Mich., 
to Cincinnati, O., and Indianapolis, Ind. 

I. and S. M-9845, Paper Boxes—Chi- 
cago to Cincinnati and Louisville, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 26 to and including 
January 25, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 2 to MF-I.C.C. No. 181 of 
Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, 
Ind. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new and reduced motor com- 
mon carrier commodity rates on paper 
boxes, minima 20,000 and 30,000 pounds, 
from Chicago, IIl., to Cincinnati, O., and 
Louisville, Ky. 

I. and S. M-9846, Class Rates—Be- 
tween New York and Tennessee, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 24 to and including 
January 23, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 6 MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of Roy 
B. Moore, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn. The 
suspended schedules propose new joint 
motor common carrier L.T.L. class rates 
between Buffalo, Lockport and Roches- 
ter, N.Y. and Memphis and Nashville, 
Tenn. 

I. and S. M-9847, Bakery Goods—Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Lima, O., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 24, to and including January 
23, schedules published in supplement 
No. 166 to MF-I.C.C. No. 774 of Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish reduced motor com- 
mon carrier commodity rates on bakery 
goods, minima 16,000 and 20,000 pounds, 
from Grand Rapids, Mich., to Lima, O. 


I. and S. M-9848, Castings—Elmira, 
N.Y., to Virginia, the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from June 25 
to and including January 24, schedules 
published in supplement No. 35 to tariff 
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MF-I.C.C. No. A-770 of Middle Atlantic 
Conference, agent. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a new motor 
common carrier commodity rate on iron 
and steel castings, minimum 28,000 
pounds, from Elmira, N.Y., to Roanoke 
and Salem, Va. 

I. and S. M-9849, Foodstuffs—Between 
Houston, Tex., and Florida, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 24 to and including Janu- 
ary 23, schedules published in MF-I.C.C. 
No. 11 of Gulf-Canal Lines, Inc., Hous- 
ton, Tex. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new joint motor-water 
commodity rates on canned or preserved 
foodstuffs, minima 30,000 and _ 60,000 
pounds, between Houston, Tex., and 
points in Florida. 

I. and S. M-9850, Chemicals, Groceries, 
Roofing—Conn., N.J., N.Y., and Pa., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 24 to and including 
January 23, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 24 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 2 
of Jones Trucking Co., Elizabeth, N.J. 
The suspended schedules propose new 
motor common carrier commodity rates 
on chemicals, groceries, roofing and 
building materials and cotton softener, 
minima 23,000, 25,000 and 30,000 pounds, 
between points in Connecticut, New 
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 


I. and S. M-9851, Commodities—Steady 
Trucking Service Co., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
June 24 to and including January 23, 
schedules published in supplement No. 2 
to MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of the Steady Truck- 
ing Service Co., Brooklyn, N.Y. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
a less-truckload exception rating on 
drugs, medicines, chemicals and toilet 
preparations between points in New 
York and New Jersey, and new com- 
modity rates on household products and 
related articles from Cranford, N.J., to 
points in Westchester, Nassau and Suf- 
folk counties in New York. 


I. and S. M-9852, Petroleum Products— 
Delaware City to N.J. Points, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended, 
from June 24 to and including January 
23, schedules published in supplement 
No. 5 to MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of Machise 
Express Co., Hammonton, N.J. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on gasoline, fuel oil, kerosene and 
other petroleum products, minimum 
marked capacity of tank used, from 
Delaware City, Del., to various points 
in New Jersey. 

I. and S. M-9853, Aluminum Articles 
—Heath, O., and Detroit, to Ill. and Wis., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from June 24 to and in- 
cluding January 23, schedules published 
in supplements 57 and 60 to tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 817 of Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chicago, 
Ill. The suspended schedules propose a 
reduced motor common carrier rate on 
aluminum ingots, minimum 80,000 
pounds, from Detroit, Mich., and points 
taking the same rates, to Milwaukee, 
Wis., and group, also rates on alumnium 
articles, minimum 40,000 pounds, from 
Heath, O., and Ravenswood Works, 
W.Va., to points in Illinois and Wis- 
consin. 


I. and S. M-9854, Ammonia Compound 
—Jacksonville to North Carolina, the 


Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 26 to and including 
January 25, schedules published in sup- 
plements Nos. 24 and 29 to MF-I.C.C. 
No. 865 of Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates, resulting in reductions, on ammo- 
nia or ammonia compounds, cleaning, 
liquid, in glass in barrels, drums or boxes 
or in bulk in barrels, in straight or mixed 
shipments, minimum 25,000 pounds, from 
Jacksonville, Fla., to Charlotte, Greens- 
boro, Raleigh, and Winston-Salem, N.C. 


I. and S. M-9855, Oleo and Cheese— 
Watkins Motor Lines, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 26 to and including January 
25, schedules published in tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 75 of Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Thomasville, Ga. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new joint 
motor common carrier commodity rates 
on oleomargarine, minimum 34,000 
pounds, from Atlanta and Decatur, Ga., 
to Daytona Beach, Jacksonville, Miami, 
Orlando, Tampa and West Palm Beach, 
Fla., and on cheese, cheese foods and 
spreads and oleomargarine, minimum 
24,000 pounds, from Atlanta and Decatur 
to Lakeland, Fla. 


I. and S. M-9856, Bonding Mortar or 
Cement—St. Louis to Chicago, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 26 to and including January 
25, schedules published on sixth revised 
page 47 to MF-I.C.C. No. 9 of American 
Transit Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
reduced motor common carrier commod- 
ity rates on furnace or kiln lining, or 
high temperature bonding, mortar or 
cement, minima 22,000 and 30,000 pounds, 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Chicago, Il. 

I. and S. M-9857, Iron and Steel Arti- 
cles—Ohio to Kansas City, Mo., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 28 to and including 
January 27, schedules published on fifth 
revised page No. 128 to MF-I.C.C. No. 
A-125, of Transamerican Freight Lines, 
Inc., Detroit, Mich. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on iron 
and steel articles, minimum 32,000 pounds, 
from Middletown and Piqua, O., to Kan- 
sas City, Mo. 


I. and S. M-9858, Iron and Steel 
Sheets—Granite City, Ill., to Lorain, O., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from June 28 to and including 
January 27, schedules published on orig- 
inal page No. 9-K to MF-I.C.C. No. 
A-125 of Transamerican Freight Lines, 
Inc., Detroit, Mich. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rate 
on iron or steel sheets, minimum 32,000 
pounds, from Granite City, Ill, to 
Lorain, O. 


I. and S. M-9859, Furniture Parts— 
Louisville, Ky., to Lenoir, N.C., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 26, to and including January 
25, schedules published in supplement 
No. 63 to MF-I.C.C. No. 448 of Motor 
Carriers Traffic Association, Inc., agent, 
Greensboro, N.C., and supplement No. 
24 to MF-I.C.C. No. 865 of Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, 
Atlanta, Ga. The suspended schedules 
propose a reduced motor common carrier 
rate on wooden table or drawer slides, 
minimum 24,000 pounds, from Louis- 
ville, Ky., to Lenoir, N.C. 


I. and S. M-9860, Iron and Steel Arti- 
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cles—Kansas City, Mo. to Omaha, Neb, 
the Commission, Board of Suspensivn, 
suspended from June 28 to and including 
January 27, schedules published in sup- 
plement 107 to MF-I.C.C. 260 and MF. 
I.C.C. 291 of Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, agent. The suspended scheduies 
propose to establish a reduced mo‘or 
common carrier commodity rate on iron 


and steel articles, minimum 30.000 
pounds, from Kansas City, Mo., to 
Omaha, Neb. 


I. and S. M-9861, Aluminum Doors, 
Etc.—N.Y. to Ohio and Ind., the Cum- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspen ied 
from June 28 to and including January 
27, schedules published on twenty-third 
revised page No. 91 to MF-I.C.C. No, 
A-108 of Transamerican Freight Lines, 
Inc., Detroit, Mich. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates, mini- 
ma 24,000 and 30,000 pounds, on alurni- 
num doors and windows, from Rochester, 
N.Y., to Dayton. O., and Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

I. and S. M-9862, Feed—Twin Cities 
to Slades Corners, Wis., the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 27 to and including January 
26, schedules published in supplement 
No. 19 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-69 of A. R. 
Fowler, agent, St. Paul, Minn. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 


‘new motor common carrier commodity 


rate, resulting in reductions, on feed, 
animal or poultry, prepared, N.O.I., not 
frozen, minimum 25,000 pounds, from 
Twin Cities, Minn., to Slades Corners, 
Wis. 

I. and S. M-9863, Washing Compounds 
—Michigan to Iowa and Neb., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from June 28 to and including January 
27, schedules published in supplement 
59 to MF-I.C.C. 270 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish new motor common carrier com- 
modity rates, resulting in reductions, on 
compounds, cleaning, scouring or wash- 
ing, granular or powder, etc., minimum 
36,000 pounds, from Wyandotte, Mich., 
to Des Moines, Iowa City, Sioux City, 
Ia., and Omaha, Neb. 


I. and S. M-9864, Consolidation of 
Freight—Miller Transportation, Inc., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 27 to and including 
January 26, schedules published in MF- 
I.C.C. No. 10 of Miller Transportation, 
Inc. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
rates, rules and charges for consolida- 
tion of freight, all kinds, also pickup 
charges, on L.T.L., minima 5,000 pounds 
and 10,000 pounds, at Chicago, Ill., In- 
dianapolis, Ind., Cleveland, O., Detroit, 
Mich. and St. Louis Mo. 

I. and S. M-9865, Crude Rubber— 
Pacific Ports to Colo. and Wyoe., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from June 29 to and including 
January 28, schedules published on sec- 
ond revised page 42 to MF-I.C.C. No. 74 
of Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff Bu- 
reau, Inc., agent, Denver, Colo. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
a motor common carrier commodity rate 
on crude rubber, minimum 60,000 pounds, 
from Pacific coast ports to points in 
Colorado and Wyoming. 

I. and S. M-9866, Commodities, Vari- 
ous—Jasper & Chicago Motor Express, 
Inc., the Commission, Board of Suspel- 
sion, suspended from June 28 to end 
including January 27, schedules published 
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in tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 15 of Jasper & 
Chicago Motor Express, Inc., Jasper, Ind. 
The suspended schedules propose new 
and reduced motor common local com- 
odity rates on various commodities, 
uckload and less-than-truckload, be- 
een points in Illinois, Indiana and 
sntucky. 


I. and S. M-9867, Beverages, Mud or 
ympounds—Los Angeles Group to Colo., 
e Commission, Board of Suspension, 
spended from June 29 to and including 
nuary 28, schedules published on third 
vised page 290 to MF-I.C.C. No. 93 
Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, 
c., agent, Denver, Colo. The suspended 
1edules propose to establish new motor 
mmon carrier commodity rates from 
s Angeles, Calif., group, minimum 


“ose 


a 


Tp 
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000 pounds, on flavored or phosphated 
verages, to Denver, Colo., and on gas 
oil well drilling mud or compounds 
Craig, Colo. 
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COMMISSION ORDERS 


& S. 6729, Aluminum—tTex. to Listerhill, 
Proceeding discontinued because re- 


A 
spondent under special permission, filed 
schedules effective May 18, canceling sched- 
wes under suspension. 

* * 7 

\C-4405, Sub. 277, Dealers Transit, Inc., 

Extension—Denver, Colo. Petition of Keno- 
sha Auto Transport Corp. for further hear- 
ing, denied. 

* * 

MC-31444, Sub. 41, Schreiber Trucking Co., 

h Extension—Cumberland, Md.; MC-954, 
Sub. 47, Mid-States Freight Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Same; MC-10761, Sub. 51, Trans- 
american Freight Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Same; MC-63417, Sub. 17, Blue Ridge Trans- 
fer Co., Inec., Extension—Same; MC-74721, 
Sub. 51, Motor Cargo, Inc., Extension—Same. 
Proceedings reopened for reconsideration on 
present record. Petition of Mid-States 
Freight Lines, Inc., in MC-954, Sub. 47, in- 
sofar as it requests oral argument, denied. 

+ * ~ 


MC-34227, Estate of E. L. Northcutt—Con- 
tract Carrier Application. Petition of Gerald 
D. Northeutt for reinstatement of permit 
issued Aug. 27, 1943, denied. 

~ 


MC-35380, Sub. 1, Stanley W. Belnap—Ex- 
tension—Las Vegas, Nev. Milne Truck Lines, 
Inc. substituted as a party protestant in lieu 
of Rocky Mountain Service, Inc. 


MC-75463, Sub. 5, Reed Lines, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Lagro; MC-75463, Sub. 11, Reed Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Rock Wool. Applicant’s 
petition for clarification and modification 
of permits, denied. 

* ~ . 

MC-83539, Sub. 16, C & H Transportation 
Co., Inc., Extension—Nev. Applicant’s late- 
tendered exceptions received and filed as a 
petition for reconsideration. Replies to such 
petition may be filed by any party of record 
on or before July 5. 

* * ~ 

MC-100666, Sub. 26, E. E. Melton Extension 

Plaswood Lumber. Applicant’s motion to 
dismiss application, overruled. 

a o* * 


MC-109761, Sub. 7, Carl Subler Trucking, 
Inc., Extersion. Petition of Class I rail 
carriers in Western Trunkline Territory, for 


further hearing, denied. 
* * * 


MC-111401, Sub. 81, Groendyke Transport, 
Inc., Application dismissed at applicant’s 
request. 

* * * 


MC-113459, H. J. Jeffries Truck Line. Inc. 
Applicant’s petition to revise and correct 
certificate, issued June 18, 1956, denied, with- 
out prejudice to the filing of a new appli- 
pee should additional authority be de- 
sired, 

+ * 7” 


MC-115507, Edwin J. Pacer, Contract Car- 
rier Application. Order of Feb. 27, 1956 va- 
cated, and application dismissed. 

* * ” 


MC-115537, Louis Paladino, Common Car- 
rier Application. Proceeding reopened for 


further hearing at a time and place to be 
fixed. 
os a * 


MC-115822, Harold Beatty, Contract Carrier 
Application. Petition of Eastern Territory 


Railroads, except the C. & O. RS Co., for 
reconsideration, denied. 
a * - 

MC-115830, Sub. 3, Babcock & Lee Petro- 
leum Transporters, Inc. Motion of Johnston’s 
Fuel Liners, Inc. for dismissal of applicant’s 
petition to accept additional evidence, over- 

ruled, and applicant’s petition, denied. 
* * - 


MC-115869, Hendrie & Co., Ltd.. Common 
Carrier Application. Proceeding reopened for 
reconsideration on present record. 

* a” * 


MC-116149, George Cameron and Richard 
Olski, Common Carrier Application. Peti- 
tion of T. & J. Brooks Express for further 
hearing, denied. 

* a x 

MC-116524, Sub. 1 TA, Austin R. Thomp- 
son. Petition of Railroads in Trunk Line 
and New England Territory, except the C. 
& O. Ry. Co., for reconsideration of order of 


Apr. 9, granting, in part, temporary au- 
thority, denied. 
x * * 
MC-C-1972, Petition by Riss & Co. for 


Amendment or Interpretation of So-Called 
“Deviation Rules” Promulgated by order of 
June 28, 1955. Petition dismissed. 

» * * 


MC-C-2061, Distance Rates—Lumber. Pe- 
tition of B. E. Melton and Lumber Trans- 
ports, Inc. requesting investigation of rates 
of Anthony and Patterson Truck Line, pub- 
lished by Southwestern Motor Freight Bu- 
reau, Inc., in its tariff 37-MC-ICC 260, 
denied. 

* * * 

I. & S. M-9650, Building Materials—Be- 
tween Ill. and Middlewest Territory. Order 
of May 2, vacated and set aside insofar as 
it suspended the operation of schedules 
designated therein, but this proceeding of 
investigation of schedules shall continue 
in full force and effect 

* * * 


MC-F-6071 (Sup.)—Baggett Transporta- 
tion Co.—Purchase (Portion) — Holloway 
Transfer Co., Inc. Report and order of Oct. 
22, 1956 amended to authorize Baggett 
Transportation Co. to purchase operating 
rights in MC-112914, Subs. 6 and 7, from 
H. B. Holloway, Sr., in lieu of from Hollo- 
way Transfer Co., Inc. 

» * ” 

MC-F-6425, (Sup.)—Ward Transport, Inc.— 
Control—Melton Transport Co. Prior order of 
Apr. 17 modified with respect to certain 
operating authority. 

+ 


MC-F-6547, Rupp-Southern Tier Freight 
Lines, Inc.—Consolidation—Rupp Trucking 
Co., Inc., and Southern Tier Trucking Co.. 
Inc. Applicants’ petition for reconsideration 
of order of Apr. 17, denying temporary au- 
thority, denied. 


* *& 


oo * 

MC-FC-59532, Atomic Transit, Inc., Trans- 
feree and Illinois Film Service, Transferor. 
Protestant’s petition for reconsideration of 
order of Dec. 26, 1956, as corrected, and for 
hearing, denied. 

* ~ 

No. 31577, Safeway Stores, Inc. v. A. T. & 
S. F., et al. Defendants directed to pay 
reparation to complainant on or before 
July 30. 


* * * 


I. & S. 6364, Crude Sulphur—Chicago, Ill. 
to Detroit, Mich.; No. 31780, Sulphur (Brim- 
stone)—Chicago—Detroit, Mich. Petition of 
protestant water carriers for correction of 
record and reconsideration, denied. 

a aL = 


MC-50069, Sub. 167, Refiners Transport & 
Terminal Corp., Extension—Six States. Peti- 
tion of Chemical Tank Lines, Inc., for re- 
consideration, denied. 

* * * 

MC-74164, Sub. 3, West Farms Express, Inc. 

Applicant’s petition for dismissal of applica- 


tion, denied. 
ee "8 


MC-89723, Subs. 4 and 5, Missouri Pacific 
Freight Transport Co.—Key Point Modifica- 
tions. Petition of Alamo Express, Inc., et al. 
for reopening, reconsideration and rehearing, 
denied. 


~ * * 


MC-113861, Sub. 15 TA, W. H. Wooten 
Transports. (Sup.). Order of May 27 amended 
with respect to pertinent portion of scope 
of authority. 


* * * 


MC-115836, Sub. 1, Rex Klump Oil Co., 
Contract Carrier Application. Petition of 
Ruan Transport Corp. for reconsideration, 
denied. 


* * * 


MC-C-1881, and Sub. 1, Middle Atlantic 
Conference v. A.A.A. Trucking Corp., et al. 
Complaints dismissed at complainant’s re- 


quest. i o 


MC-C-1881, Sub. 2, Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference v. A.A.A.Trucking Corp., et al.; MC- 
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C-2095 and ist Sup. Class Rates—Capitol 
Trucking Corp. Proceeding in MC-C-1881, 
Sub. 2, reopened for further hearing. Pro- 
ceedings in MC-C-1881, Sub. 2 and MC-C- 
2095, assigned for a consolidated hearing 
July 24th, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Leonard J. Kassel. 

* * * 

MC-C-2095, (1st Sup.)—Class Rates—Capi- 
tol Trucking Corp. Investigation order 
broadened by including Dependable Freight 
Lines, Inc. MFICC 6, (Capitol Freight Lines, 
Inc., series). 

* + * 

I. & S. M-9592, Building Metal Work— 
Miami, Fla. to South. Respondents’ petition 
for vacation of suspension orders, denied. 

* * 


MC-F-6229, Norwalk Truck Lines, Inc.— 
Control—Shirks Motor Express Corp.; Finance 
19477, Norwalk Truck Lines, Inc.—Issuance of 
Securities. Effective date of recommended 
order postponed to June 25. 

os x x 


MC-F-6394, Earl Stacks—Investigation of 
Control—C & E Trucking Corp. and Liquid 
Transit, Inc. Petition by Frieda Copen for 
postponement of hearing, denied. 

7. * a 


MC-50069, Sub. 176, Refiners Transport & 
Terminal Corp., Extension—Brooke County, 
W.Va. Application dismissed at applicant’s 
request. 

* * A 

I. & S. M-7983, Suitcases—Lincolnwood, 
Ill. to Ind. and O. Respondent’s petition 
for reconsideration denied. Order of Nov. 
23. 1956 requiring respondents to cancel 
schedules under investigation on or before 
Jan. 23, on not less than 1 day’s notice, 
reinstated and modified to become effective 
Aug. 1, without change in requirement of 
not less than 1 day’s notice. 

an * o* 


MC-F-6485, Northern Pacific Transport Co. 
—Purchase—Humphries Transport, Inc. Mo- 
tion of American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., for dismissal of application overruled. 

~ * ok 


No. 32011, J. R. Short Milling Co. v. B. & 
O., et al. Request for oral argument, denied: 
* * ~ 


MC-102616, Sub. 635, Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc.; MC-114989, Sub. 3, Bracey & Martin. 
Applications dismissed at applicants’ re- 
quest. 

* * 

MC-116542, Sub. 1 TA, Merle J. Taggart. 
Petition of Watson Bros. Transportation Co., 
Inc. for reconsideration of order of Apr. 8, 
granting in part, applicant’s request for 
temporary authority, denied. 

cd * * 


MC-F-6384, Armored Motor Service Co., 
Inc.—Purchase (Portion)—Armored Motor 
Service Co., Inc. Authority granted by order 
which became the order of the Commission 
on Jan. 3, reinstated and placed in full 
force and effect, until July 1. 

* *~ + 


MC-F-6545, Schwerman Trucking Co. of 
Ohio—Purchase (Portion)—Allmen Transfer 
& Moving Co. Purchase by Schwerman 
Trucking Co. of Ohio of certain operating 
rights of Allmen Transfer & Moving Co. and 
acquisition of control of certain operating 
rights by Schwerman Trucking Co. (Wis. 
Corp.), and in turn by Fred, Jr., Fred J., 
Richard B., and Carl L. Schwerman through 
purchase, approved and authorized subject to 


conditions. 
* * * 


MC-48479, Sub. 5, Frigidways, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Meats from Hunboldt and Union City, 
Tenn. Petition of Malone Freight Lines, 
Inc. for reconsideration, rehearing, and stay 
of order, denied. | vee 

MC-72997, Sub. 13, Liberty Trucking Co., 
Extension—Lake Mills. Applicant’s petition 
for further hearing denied and motion to 
strike portions of recommended report and 


order overruled. 
= * + 


MC-86336, Sub. 2, Dabar Haulage Co., Inc. 
Proceeding reopened for hearing, at a 
time and place to be fixed, solely for pur- 
pose of permitting rail carrier protestants 
to cross-examine Lloyd Simonson, Camden, 
N.J., Edward A. King, Camden, N.J., Earl F. 
Ranft, Jersey City, N.J., and John G. 
Cummings, Camden, NJ. a 

MC-106816, Sub. 1, M & M Fast Freight, 
Inc., Extension—General Commodities. Peti- 
tions of applicant and Seattle Traffic Asso- 
ciation, et al. for reconsideration and oral 
argument, denied. 


* * 


MC-115800, Richard J. Truttschel, 


Con- 





58 


| icc NEWS | 


tract Carrier Application. Order of Sept. 
10, 1956 vacated and application dismissed 
at applicant’s request. 

a * 


I. & S. M-9601, Counters—Desks, Tables, 
Grand Rapids, Mich. to Ind., O. Petition 
of Michigan Express, Inc. for vacation of 
suspension order, denied. 

* * 

I. & S. M-9605, Aluminum Articles—New- 
port, Ark. to East. Respondent’s petition 
for vacation of suspension order denied. 

- 


MC-F-5788, Eugene Pikovsky—Control; Hy- 
man Transportation Co.—Purchase—Clark 
Brelsford. Effective date of order of Jan. 


11, 1956, as modified, further postponed to 
June 26. 


MODIFIED PROCEDURE CASES 


Published under this heading are 
digests of Commission orders assigning 
cases for handling under modified pro- 
cedure. Each listing shows one date. 


That is the date on or before which 
complainants (in complaint cases) or re- 
spondents (in investigation and suspen- 


sion cases) must file statements of facts 
and arguments. Under the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice, statements by 
defendants (in complaint cases) or prot- 
estants (in investigation and suspension 
cases) are due 30 days from the date 
shown, after which 10 days are allowed 
for the filing of replies by complainants 
or respondents. 


July 22—I. & S. 6758, Hot Rolled Steel— 
E. St. Louis, Tl. to Baton Rouge, La. 

July 25—I. & S. M-6761, All Commodities— 
Between Philadelphia and Providence. 

July 29—I. '& S. 6764, Cadmium—East 
St. Louis, Mo. to Boston, Mass. 

July 29—I. & S. 6765, Machinery—Cincinnati, 
O. to Eastern Points. 





July 29—I. & S. M-9758, Lenses, Paper Boxes— 
Greenville, O. and Anderson, Ind. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9759, A Salt—Mich. and 
Ontario to Ind. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9760, Brass, Bronze, Copper 
—Transamerican Freight Lines. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9761, Frozen Foods— 
Minn., to Minn. & N.D. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9763, Frozen Citrus Prod- 
ucts—Fia. to Denver, Colo. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9764, Commodities—Scran- 
ton, Pa. to N.Y. Reductions. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9765, Soap, Powders, Com- 
pounds—Chicago to Sioux City. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9766, Foodstuffs—Chicago, 
Ill. to Wis. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9767, Classifications and 
Rates—Jack’s Express, Inc. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9770, Intermediate Rule— 
Fast Freight, Inc. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9771, Refractory Products 
—Between O. and Pa. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9772, Glycerine—From 
Chicago to Louisville. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9773, Chemicals—Mich. to 
Chicago, Ill. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9774, Oil Treating Com- 
pounds, St. Louis to Tulsa. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9775, Lighting Fixtures— 
Wheeling, W.Va. to Eastern Cities. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9776, Distribution Rates— 
Chicago, Ill. 


July 29—I. S. M-9777, Chicago Grouping— 
Lawrence Traffic Bureau, Inc., Agent. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9778. Paints and Soap— 
N.J. to New York, N.Y. 

July 29—I. & S. M-9780, Liquid Potash—An- 
niston, Ala. to Atlanta, Ga. 

July 31—No. 32186, Jack Steinmetz, et al. v. 
A. T. & S. F., et al. 

July 31—No. 32187, United States of America 
v. The Pennsylvania R.R. Co. 

July 31—No. 31733, Cellulose and Paper Con- 
verting Co., Inc. v. Reading Co., et al. 

August 1—No. 32189, Smith Agricultural 
Chemical Co. v. A.C.L., et al. 

August 1—No. 32190, Columbus Freight Bu- 
reau, Div. Association Freight Bureaus, Inc., 
et al. v. Central of Georgia Ry. Co., et al. 

August 2—No. 32191, Capitol Steel & Iron Co. 
vy. Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc. 

August 7—No. 32194, Electric Storage Battery 
Co. v. Long Transportation Co. 





Applications and Petitions 





Court Ruling on Modified 
Procedure-Examiners Brings 


Plea for Further Hearing 


Referring to a court ruling that a 
Commission proceeding handled un- 
der modified procedure must be as- 
signed to a “qualified” hearing ex- 
aminer, the Texas Industrial Traffic 
League has filed its second petition 
for reopening and further hearing in 
a proceeding in which it received an 
adverse ruling after a proposed re- 
port was issued by a non-hearing ex- 
aminer. 


The Texas league asked the Commis- 
sion to reopen for further hearing the 
proceeding in No. 31823, Texas Industrial 
Traffic League et al. v. Texas & New 
Orleans Railroad Co. et al. In a report 
in the proceeding in 299 I.C.C. 55, the 
Commission, division 2 held that the 
Commission had no jurisdiction over the 
rates on non-transit ingredients used in 
the manufacture, at Texas transit points, 
of animal or poultry feed moving under 
transit from origins in states other than 
Texas, the final destination being reached 
by cross-town switch movement (T.W., 
Aug. 25, 1956, p. 41 and Sept. 8, 1956 p. 
18). 

The league’s first petition for reopen- 
ing and further hearing was denied on 





April 26, it said, with the statement that 
the findings and conclusions were “fully 
supported by the evidence.” 

“We now seek reopening and further 
hearing before a qualified hearing ex- 
aminer appointed pursuant to section 11 
of the administrative procedure act,” it 
said in the instant petition. 

“This case was handled under modified 
procedure and the proposed report was 
issued by Examiner Fred Christoph. In 
Reliance Steel Products v. United States, 
12 Fed. 81, 109, a United States district 
court for the western district of Penn- 
sylvania, held that Mr. Christoph was not 
a qualified hearing examiner as required 
by law in cases of this kind. The Com- 
mission’s order in that case was set 
aside. It was reopened for further pro- 
ceedings so that a proposed report could 
be prepared therein by a qualified hear- 
ing examiner.” 

With respect to the court decision re- 
ferred to by the Texas league, the Com- 
mission later said that the decision 
would not be appealed (T.W., June 15, 
p. 49). 

“Here, as in the Reliance Steel Prod- 
ucts Co. case,” the Texas league said, 
“the proposed report was followed by 
division 2. Had a qualified examiner, 
appointed according to law, prepared the 
proposed report, there is every prob- 
ability that the recommended findings 
of fact would have conformed with the 
evidence of record and the final decision 
would have been different. 


“It is certain that division 2 would 
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have held that the Commission had 
jurisdiction of the issues involved. As 
held by the court and now recogni’ed 
by the Commission, we are entitled to 
have the proposed report prepared by a 
hearing examiner appointed as provided 
by law.” 


Tennessee Agency Wants 
‘First Consideration’ of 


Increase in State Rates 


Asserting that the matter of Ex 
Parte No. 196 increases on Tenne ‘see 
state rates has been resolved ind 
that the matter of Ex Parte No. 206 
increases is now before it for the 
first time, the Tennessee Public Sery- 
ice Commission has asked the I.°.C, 
to dismiss its investigation in No. 
32123, Tennessee Intrastate Freizht 
Rates and Charges, so as to “allow 
the proper state regulatory body the 
opportunity of first consideration of 
purely intrastate rates.” 


The I.C.C.’s order of investigation in 
No. 32123, which was issued in response 
to a petition filed by railroads operating 
in that state, brought into issue the 
failure or refusal of the Tennessee agency 
to allow increases in Tennessee state 
railroad rates corresponding with those 
allowed by the I.C.C. on interstate traffic 
in Ex Parte Nos. 196 and 206. 

The Tennessee commission filed a mo- 
tion in No, 32123 asking the I.C.C. to dis- 
miss the investigation. 

It said that the Ex Parte No. 196 
rates on brick and related articles, road 
aggregates and related articles, includ- 
ing agricultural limestone and fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials, which were ex- 
cluded by the Tennessee commission for 
application on state rates, were under 


consideration by the I.C.C. in its docket 
No. 31307. 


Agent Spaninger, on behalf of all rail- 
roads operating in the state, had filed 
with the Tennessee commission, it said, 
tariffs increasing the state rates by the 
amount authorized in the emergency 


phase of Ex Parte No. 206, effective July 
11. 


By order of June 12, the state agency 
said, the tariffs were suspended by it 
and the matter was set for hearing on 
August 14. 


“The matters under investigation in 
I.C.C. docket 32123, being increases cor- 
responding to Ex Parte No. 196 and Ex 
Parte 206, and now the matters contained 
in Ex Parte No. 196 having been fully 
resolved, and upon the railroad’s appli- 
cation for the first time to the Ten- 
nessee commission in Ex Parte 206, the 
investigation and hearing ordered in 
32123 should be dismissed so as to allow 
the proper state regulatory body the 
opportunity of first consideration of 
purely intrastate rates,” the Tennessee 
agency said. 


Rails Protest F.B.L.’s 


Extension Application 


Class I rail carriers in Western Trunk 
Line and Southwestern territories have 
filed with the Commission a protest and 
request for hearing on an application of 
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the Federal Barge Lines, Inc., seeking 
al) extension of its operating authority 
tc include service between ports and 
peints along the Gulf Intracoastal 
VYaterway from the Mississippi River to 
B ownsville, Tex., on the one hand, and 
o:. the other, ports and points along the 
Missouri river from and to which ap- 
p!) cant is now authorized to provide 
w .ter carrier service (T.W., June 1, p. 64). 

‘n their “protest and request for hear- 
irs,” filed in W-381, Sub. 8, Federal Barge 
L 1es, Inc., the railroads said that the 
sé vice proposed by the applicant would 
b: detrimental to the common carrier rail 
sé Vice in the involved area, that the 
te ritory involved was now adequately 
se ved by the protestants and water car- 
ri rs having authority to serve it, and 
tl 1t public convenience and necessity did 
n> require the service proposed. 


‘Conditional’ Application 


Cf Galveston Line Revised 


n a republished notice of an applica- 
tiva of Galveston Truck Line Corp., of 
Huston, Tex., in MC-8544, Sub. 16, where- 
in Galveston has asked for extension of 
its operating authority as an irregular- 
route motor common carrier of general 
commodities (T.W., June 8, p. 62, and 
June 22, p. 64), the Commission has added 
four states to the list of 13 states which, 
according to the application as originally 
published, comprise the area to which 
the Galveston line proposes to extend 
its operations. 

Republication of the notice followed 
receipt by the Commission of a letter 
from Desmond A. Barry, president of 
Galveston Truck Line Corp., in which it 
was stated that the application as orig- 
inally published was “ambiguous to the 
extent that the states of Illinois, Missouri, 
Indiana and Iowa were inadvertently 
left out of the list of states .. . although 
said states were included in map of the 
proposed operation ...” In a “note” 
appended to the application the applicant 
says it “desires to inform the Commis- 
sion” that if motor common carriers of 
property presently attempting to serve 
“the area for which application for 
permanent authority is hereby made” 
will advise the Commission that, unless 
physically prevented from doing so, they 
will render service within the scope of 
their certificates to all who request or 
require such service, “without regard to 
any ... Strike or other labor dispute or 
disturbance,” the applicant (Galveston) 
will amend its application and will there- 
after seek “only such authority as will 
assure to each individual of the shipping 


public continuous and adequate serv- 
MOO. ace 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 





Finance No. 19775 (supplemental), Erie 
Railroad Co. records the acceptance of a bid 
with respect to its equipment trust cer- 
tificates amounting to $2,925,000, of Halsey, 
Stuart & Co., Inc., and associates, at 99.138 
per cent of the principal with a dividend 
rate of 434 per cent. 

* ok * 

Finance No. 19814, Chicago, Rock Island 
“ Pacific Railroad Co. asks authority to 
ssue $3,000,000 of equipment trust cer- 
ificates to meet part of the cost of 310 
open top hopper cars and 200 gondola cars. 

he applicant said the proceeds of the 
trust certificates would meet about 75 per 
ent of the cost of the new equipment. 

- ” . 


Finance No. 19816, Consolidated Freight- 


ways, Inc., Portland, Ore., asks authority to 
issue 20,558 shares of common stock in con- 
nection with the acquisition of the Lamb 
Transportation Co. oe 


MC-F-6614, New York Central Railroad 
Co. and Alleghany Corp., ask authority to 
acquire control of the New York Central 
Transport Co., to which the railroad pro- 
poses to transfer all of its motor carrier 
operating authority. ee 

x 


MC-F-6616, Ringle Truck Lines, Inc., 
Fowler, Ind., asks authority to purchase cer- 
tain operating rights of Dexter & Fournier, 
Inc., Hoopeston, ml. eg 

MC-F-6617. Hartford Transportation Co., 
Inc., Newington, Conn., asks authority to 
purchase certain operating authority and 
property of Transfer, ,inc,, Easton, Pa. 


MC-F-6618, Commercial 
Inc., Cleveland, O., 
quire control of B 
Columbiana, O. 


Motor Freight, 
asks authority to ac- 
& N Transportation, 


* * * 

MC-F-6619, Spector Freight System, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill., asks authority to purchase 
all of the operating rights of Walker Freight 
Co., Inc., Worcester, Mass. 


MOTOR RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 


Information from digests of applica- 
tions of motor carriers of property for 
operating rights, as made public by the 
Commission, appears below. Applications 


for authority to purchase operating rights, 
merge properties or franchises, acquire 
control, lease, or to operate temporarily 
are digested elsewhere under the caption 
“Finance Applications.” 





MC-31367, Sub. 17, H. F. Campbell and 
H. B. Campbell, dba H. F. Campbell & 
Son, Millerstown, Pa. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting automobile 
parts and accessories and truck parts and 
accessories, between the Delaware Valley 
parts depot of the Ford Motor Co., located 
on U.S. Highway 130 in Pennsauken town- 
ship, Camden County, N.J., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Franklin, 
Adams, York, Lancaster, Berks, Lebanon, 
Dauphin, Cumberland, Perry, Juniata, Nor- 
thumberland, Union and Snyder, Pa. 

MC-31600, Sub. 425, P. B. Mutrie Motor 
Transportation, Inc., Waltham, Mass. Com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting dichlorodifluoromethane, dichlorodi- 
fluoromethane - monofiuorotrichloromethane 
mixture, monofiuorotrichloromethane, mono- 
chlorodifiuoromethane and dichlorodifluoro- 
methane-dichlorotetrafluoroethane mixtures, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Edgewater, 
N.J., to Norristown, Pa.; Baltimore, Md., and 
Cleveland, O., and, on return, refused and 
rejected shipments of the specified com- 
modities. 


MC-42487, Sub. 332, Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Portland, Ore. Common carrier, 
over a regular route, transporting general 
commodities, with exceptions, serving Red- 
wood City, Calif.. as an intermediate point 
on presently authorized regular route be- 
tween San Francisco and Los Angeles, Calif., 
over U.S. Highway 101. 


MC-55847, Sub. 5, Burris Food Distribu- 
tors, Inc., Milford, Del. Contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting dressed 
poultry, iced and frozen, from the Burris 
Processing Co. plant at Milford, Del., to 
points in Delaware, those in Somerset, 
Worcester, Wicomico, Dorchester, Caroline, 
Talbot, Queen Annes, Kent and Cecil coun- 
ties, Md.; those in a designated part of 
Maryland, and to points in Accomac and 
Northampton counties, Va. 


MC-106965, Sub. 104, M. I. O’Boyle & Son, 
Inc., Washington, D.C. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting liquid or 
invert sugar, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Laurel, Md., and points 
within five miles thereof. 


MC-107403, Sub. 238, E. Brooke Matlack, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting acids and 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Louisville, Ky., to points in Ala., Fla., Ga., 
Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., La., Md., Mich., 
Miss., Mo., Neb., N.Y., N.C., O. Pa., S.C., 
Tenn., Va., W.Va., and Wis. 


MC-110190, Sub 24, Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., 
York, Pa. (reopened for further hearing 
July 31 in Washington, D.C.) Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting 
frozen meats, frozen foods, and cheese, in 
mechanically refrigerated equipment, from 
points in New York on, north and west of 
New York Highway 7 to points in Ala., Fla., 
Ga., La., and Miss. 


MC-110524, Sub. 10 (correction), Richard 
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F. Edgecomb, Inc., Liberty Me. Common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
lumber, between points in Maine, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mass., 
N.H., Vt., Me., R.I., Conn., N.Y., N.J., and 


Pa. 

MC-110525, Sub. 334, Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Downingtown, Pa. Common carrier, 
transporting dichlorodifluoromethane,_ di- 
chlorodifiuoromethane - monofiuorotrichloro- 
methane mixture, monofiuorotrichlorome- 
thane, monochlorodifiluoromethane and 
dichlorodifluoromethane - dichlorotetraufiuo- 
roethane mixture, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Edgewater, N.J., to Albany, N.Y.; 
Bridgeport, Conn., and Norristown, Pa. 

MC-116734, Rose Laddy, dba Laddy Moving 
& Storage Co., Newark, N.J. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in Union, Hudson and Essex counties, 
N.J., and New York, N.Y. 


MC-1422, Sub. 23, Voss Truck Lines, Inc., 
Oklahoma City, Okla. Common carrier, over 
a@ regular route, transporting general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between the junc- 
tion of U.S. Highway 63 and Arkansas High- 
way 14, approximately six miles west of 
Marked Tree, Ark., and Springfield, Mo., 
over a described route, and return, serving 
no intermediate points, but serving the junc- 
tion of U.S. Highway 63 and Arkansas High- 
way 14 and Mammoth Springs, Ark., for 
oinder purposes only, as an alternate route 
or operating convenience only in connec- 
tion with authorized regular route opera- 
tions, with duplication with present and 
pending authority to be eliminated. (Han- 
dling without oral hearing requested.) 


MC-66562, Sub. 1362, Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., New York, N.Y. Common car- 
rier, over regular routes, transporting gen- 
eral commodities, including Class A and B 
explosives, moving in express service, be- 
tween Richmond and Danville, Va., over a 
described route, and return, serving numer- 
ous intermediate points, with the restric- 
tion, among others, that the service shall 
be limited to that auxiliary to or supple- 
mental of express service. Note: Applicant 
states interchange with rail or air express 
service will be made at Richmond and Dan- 


ville. (Handling without oral hearing re- 
quested.) 
MC-66562, Sub. 1369, Railway Express 


Agency, Inc., New York, N.Y. Common car- 
rier, Over regular routes, transporting gen- 
eral commodities, including Class A and B 
explosives, moving in express service, between 
Richmond and Petersburg, Va., over U.S. 
Highway 1, serving no intermediate points, 
with the restriction, among others, that the 
service shall be limited to that auxiliary to 
or supplemental of express service. (Han- 
dling without oral hearing requested). 


MC-101126, Sub. 77, Stillpass Transit Co., 
Inc., Cincinnati, O. Contract carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting inedible white 
grease from animal fats, in bulk, in heater- 
coil equipped tank vehicles, from Center 
Line, Mich., to St. Bernard, O. (Handling 
without oral hearing requested.) 


MC-108382, Sub. 6, Short Freight Lines, 
Inc., Bay City, Mich. Common carrier, over 
regular and irregular routes, transporting 
general commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween specified points in Michigan, and 
calcium carbide, between Saulte Ste Marie 
and Montague, Mich. Note: Certificate is 
sought authorizing continuance of inter- 
state operations conducted under the second 
proviso of section 206(a)(1) of the interstate 
commerce act, supported by intrastate certif- 
icate, as amended, on file with the Commis- 
sion (Handling without oral hearing re- 
quested.) 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 





MC-3037. Dare’s Express. Applicant asks 
reconsideration. 
* * * 


MC-38551, Sub. 10, Ramus Trucking Line, 
Inc., Extension—Ohio. All States Freight 
Inc. asks reopening and reconsideration and, 
alternatively, further hearing. 

. * * 


MC-107107, Sub. 71, Alterman Transport 
Lines, Inc., Extension—Food Products. Cen- 
tral Truck Lines, Inc., et al. and H. W. 
Brown Transportation Co., Inc. ask recon- 
sideration. 

4 * * 


Burlington Truck Line of 
Common Carrier Application. 


MC-116352, 
Texas, Inc., 
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American Trucking Associations, 
dismissal of application. 
7 * 


Inc. ask 


* 


MC-C-2106, Roy Rittenhouse, Investigation 
and Revocation of Certificate. Respondents 
ask vacation of Commission’s order of Mar. 
26th and discontinuance of proceeding. 

+ 7 * 


I. & S. 6364, Crude Sulphur—Chicago, Ill. 
to Detroit, Mich.; No. 31780, Sulphur (Brim- 
stone) from Chicago, Ill. to Detroit, Mich. 
Protestants ask correction of record in pro- 
ceedings, and for reconsideration on the 
merits by Commission on basis of record, as 
corrected. 

* * > 

No. 30439, A. D. Adair & McCarty Bros., Inc. 
v. A. T. & S. F., et al., and embraced pro- 
ceedings. Defendants’ ask reconsideration 
by entire Commission and oral argument. 

7 ~ a 

MC-111435, Sub. 12, C. & E. Trucking Corp. 
—Extension. Applicant asks reconsideration 
of order of May 20, denying application. 

a - 


MC-116603, O’Neil Brothers. Central Ter- 
ritory Railroads ask reopening of hearing 
held June 10 before Jt. Bd. 21, for purpose 
of permitting them to use Floyd Willey as 
witness in support of their protest and make 
his testimoney a part of the record. 

7 ~ * 


MC-C-1510, MC-C-1629, and No. 31487, Iron 
and Steel Articles Eastern Common Carriers. 
Nick Strimbu & Sons ask reconsideration of 
order of Feb. 21. 

7 » ™ 

No. 13528, Investigation of Power Brakes 
and Appliances for Operating Power Brake 
Systems. Canadian National Ry. Co. asks 
partial relief from terms of order of Sept. 
21, 1945, as amended. 

o ca * 


No. 31620, Montana Intrastate Freight 
Rates and Charges. (Thirty-fifth, Thirty- 
sixth, Thirty-seventh, and Thirty-eighth 
Petitions) Respondents ask modification of 
outstanding order of Oct. 17, 1955, to au- 
thorize respondents to publish and maintain 
for the future proposed rates. 

a * * 


No. 31652, Deeptreeze Appliance Div., Mo- 
tor Products Corp. v. C. & N. W., et al. 
Complainant asks reconsideration. 

* * * 

I. & S. 6234, Routing—A. C. & Y. R.R. On 
Overhead Traffic. Akron, Canton & Youngs- 
town R.R. Co. asks leave to amend its peti- 
tion for reconsideration and oral argument, 
of May 16. 

* * oa 

MC-67916, Sub. 13, New York Central R.R. 
Co., Common Carrier Application. Applicant 
asks reopening, reconsideration, and modi- 
fication of orders dated May 18, 1948, and 
July 31, 1951. 

» * ~ 


I. & S. M-9199, Bottle Caps—Baltimore, 
Md. to Mass. E. J. Scannell, Inc. asks re- 
opening, reconsideration and modification 
of order dated May 8. 

* * * 

No. 31735, Chatham Shippers Cooperative 
v. A.C.L., et al. Complainant asks issuance of 
order efiective not later than July 19, re- 
quiring publication of lawful rate comply- 
ing with outstanding orders of Commission. 

~ a 


No. 31907, Great Lakes Ship Owners Asso- 
ciation v. A., C. & Y., et al. Defendants 
ask further hearing. 

* > a 

No. 31928, Malleable Iron 
Cc. M. St. P. & P. et al. 
reconsideration. 


Range Co. v. 
Complainant asks 


* * * 


MC-F-5788, Eugene Pikovsky—Control; Hy- 
man Transportation Co.—Purchase—Clark 
Brelsford. Western Transportation Co., et 
al. and applicant (third petition) ask recon- 
sideration. 

om a » 

MC-F-6089, George M. Hughes—Control— 
M. P. & St. L. Express, Inc. Applicant asks 
modification and postponement of effective 
date of order of May 9, denying application 
and terminating temporary authority. 

a ~ * 


MC-F-6373, Ruan Transport Corp.—Pur- 
chase (Portion)—James A. Hannah, Inc. Ap- 
plicant asks reconsideration. 

a = * 


MC-F-6579, Herrin Transportation Co.— 
Control—M. P. & St. L. Express, Inc. Appli- 
cant asks reconsideration of order denying 
temporary authority. . 

a * 

Finance 19625, Illinois Central R.R. Co.— 
Abandonment. Protestants and intervenors 
ask authority to present additional evidence. 

co * * 


No. 30486, Diamond Fertilizer Co., et al. v. 
A., C. & Y., et al. Defendants’ ask reopen- 
ing, reconsideration, and oral argument. 


MC-263, Sub. 74, Garrett Freightlines, 
Inc., Extension—Montpelier, Ida. Applicant, 
et al. ask reconsideration. 

* * 


MC-106049, Sub. 28, Atlanta-New Orleans 
Motor Freight Co., Extension—15 Mile Area. 
M. R. & R. Trucking Co., et al. ask reopen- 
ing and further hearing. 

a * . 


MC-116008, Sub. 1, Archie’s Motor Freight, 
Inc. Applicant asks issuance of declaratory 
order under Section 5(d) of Administrative 
Procedure Act. i 

= 


MC-114019, Emery ‘Transportation Co. 
(Consolidated with MC-114021), Common 
Carrier Application, S. L. Heuer asks modi- 
fication of prepared statement and testi- 
mony to refiect that Heuer Truck Lines, 
Inc. is definitely opposed to any extension 
of Emery’s authority for transportation of 
packinghouse products from Waterloo, Ia. 


C. ompalaints 


No. 32186, Jack Steinmetz and McKinley 
Winter Livestock Commission, Dodge 
City, Kan. v. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co. et al. 


Allege rates on two double deck cars 
of feeder cattle, from Lewiston, Mont., to 
Dodge City, on October 23, 1954, in viola- 
tion of sections 1 and 6. Asks cease and 
desist order, rates and reparation of 
$154.19. Modified procedure ordered. 
(Donald E. MacRae, 2913 North Balti- 
more, Kansas City 4, Mo.) 


No. 32187, United States of America v. 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 


Asks determination of whether do- 
mestic or lower export rates applied on 
75 carloads of iron and steel products 
shipped in the period from December 
15, 1941, to and including December 3, 
1942, from various origins to New York 
City, for export. (Lewis A. Dille, Civil 
Division, Department of Justice.) 


No. 32189, The Smith Agricultural Chem- 
ical Co., Columbus, O. v. Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co. et al. 


Alleges rates on shipments of phosphate 
rock from the pebble-rock district in 
Florida, to Columbus, O., in the two- 
year period before July 20, 1954, in viola- 
tion of section 1. Asks reparation. Modi- 
fied procedure ordered. (Isaac Born, 241 
East Ohio Street, Indianapolis, Ind.) 


No. 32190, Columbus Freight Bureau, et 
al. v. Central of Georgia Railway 
Co. et al. 


Alleges rates on sugar, carload mini- 
mum weight 100,000 pounds, from New 
Orleans, La, to Columbus, Ga., in viola- 
tion of sections 1, 2, 3, and 4. Asks cease 
and desist order, rates and reparation of 
$5,000. Modified procedure ordered. (C. 
E. Walker, P.O. Box 422, Columbus, Ga.) 


No, 32191, Capitol Steel & Iron Co., Okla- 
lahoma City, Okla. v. Watson Bros. 
Transportation Co., Inc. 


Alleges rates maintained on iron and 
steel articles, from Kansas City, Mo.- 
Kan., to Husted, Colo., in violation of 
section 216. Asks finding of unlawful- 
ness. (Lawrence V. Van Horn, P. O. Box 
2487, Oklahoma City 8, Okla.) 


No. 32192, Consolidation—Mercury Motor- 
ways, Inc. 


Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, on the 
Commission’s own motion, into and con- 
cerning the rates for the consolidation of 
less-truckload shipments of all commodi- 
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ties at Cleveland, O., as published in MF. 
I.C.C. No. 5 of Mercury Motorways, ine. 


No. 32193, Factory Tile, Inc., Rosel:nd, 
Ind. v. South Bend Freight Lines, 
Inc. 

Alleges rates between August 31, 1954 
and December 31, 1955, on tile, facin» or 
flooring, asphalt composition, from Jo]- 
iet, Ill., to Roseland, Ind., in violation. of 
section 216. Asks cease and desist o: der, 
rates and damages (W. L. Carney, 2248 
Parkview Place, South Bend, Ind.) 


No. 32193, Sub. 1, Factory Tile, Inc., Rose. 
land, Ind. v. South Bend Freight 
Line, Inc. 


Alleges rates on tile, facing or flooring, 
asphalt composition, from Joliet, Ili, to 
Roseland, Ind., between November 29. 
1955 and October 3, 1956, in violation of 
section 216. Asks a cease and desist o: der, 
rates and damages. (W. L. Carney, 2248 
Parkview Place, South Bend, Ind.) 


No. 32194, Electric Storage Battery Co, 
Chicago, Ill. v. Long Transportation 
Co. 


Alleges rates on numerous shipments 
of glass battery jars, from Glassport 
(Pittsburgh) Pa., to Chicago, IIl., in 
the period March, 1954, to June 28, 
1954, in violation of sections 216 and 
217. Asks administrative determination 
and rates. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 West 
Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 40, IIl.) 


No, 32195, General Foundry and Manu- 
facturing Co., Flint, Mich. v. Han- 
cock Trucking. Inc., et al. 


Alleges rates on a shipment of ferro 
molybdenum from Langloth, Pa., to 
Flint. Mich., on June 27, 1955, in viola- 
tion of sections 216 and 217. Asks ad- 
ministrative determination and cease 
and desist order. (L. V. Brandt, 1240 
West Lawrence Avenue, Chicago 40, IIl.) 


MC-C-2118, Campbell Sixty-Six Express, 
Inc., et al. v West Brothers, Inc. 
Allege defendant is conducting unau- 
thorized operations between points in 
Alabama. Asks cease and desist order. 
(Phineas Stevens, 900 Milner Building, 
Jackson, Miss.) 


MC-C-2119, Heavy and Specialized Car- 
riers Section of the Local Cartage 
National Conference v. Wilson 
Freight Forwarding Co. 

Alleges defendant engaged on or about 
February 5 and again on April 1 in the 
transportation of commodities requiring 
the use of special equipment without 
authority. Asks cease and desist order. 
(F. H. Floyd, 1424 Sixteenth Street, N.Y., 
Washington 6, D.C.). 


MC-C-2120, Cecil Payne Supply co., Inc. 
—Investigation of Operations. 
Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 1, to determine if the 
respondent has engaged in the transpor- 
tation of property without authority. 


MC-C-2121, Dominic Mark and Louis 
Mark Squiccimara v. John Egbert. 
Allege defendant is engaged in the 
performance of operations as a broker 
of transportation of property between 
Philadelphia, Pa., and New York, N.Y., 
without authority. Asks cease and de- 
sist order. (Morris J. Winokur, 512 
Market Street, Philadelphia 7, Pa.). 


MC-C-2122, Alterman Transport Lines, 


Inc., et al. v. Colonial Refrigerated 
Transportation, Inc. 


Allege defendant has joined in rates 
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ot various packinghouse products from 
certain points in the midwest to points 
in Florida, Georgia and Tennessee and 
that the transportation by defendant in 
inierline service would be in violation 
of section 206; also that the failure of 
defendant to specify the routing over 
wth the joint rates will apply is in vio- 
la ion of tariff circular No. 3. Ask cease 


} ad desist order and cancellation of 


te iffs. (Frank B. Hand, Jr., Transporta- 


7 ti n Building, Washington 6, D.C.) 


N 


= 


‘-C-2123, Alterman Transport Lines, 
Inc., et al. v. Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc. 

\llege defendant has violated a re- 
st iction in a number of its certificates 
ag iinst the carrier, or any persons or 


Ps 
persons controlling the carrier engaging 
in any commercial enterprise involving 
the performance of transportation as a 
private carrier. Ask cease and desist, 
and revocation order. (Frank B. Hand, 
Jr., Transportation Building Washing- 
ton 6, D.C.) . 


W-C-1, New Bedford, Woods Hole, 
Martha’s Vineyard and Nantucket 
Steamship Authority v. Searoad 
Transport Co., Inc. 

Alleges defendant has conducted oper- 
ations between Hyannis, and Nantucket, 
Mass., without authority. Asks cease 
and desist order and award of damages. 
(Theodore Chase, 53 State Street, Boston, 
Mass.) 





Proposed Reports 





Railroad Rates on Asbestos From Canada 
To Carolinas Unreasonable, Examiner Says 


Removal of Undue Prejudice, Reparation Award Proposed. Examiner 


Says Complainants Are Entitled to Rate Levels From Quebec Origins 


Relatively the Same as Those Available to Eastern Area Industries. 


Hearing Examiner Arnold J Roth, 
by a proposed report in No. 30846, 
Thermoid Co., Southern Division v. 
Baitimore & Ohio Railroad Co., et al., 
and embraced cases, has recom- 
mended that the Commission award 
reparation and order removal of un- 
due prejudice on finding unjust and 
unreasonable, and unduly prejudi- 
cial, railroad rates on crude asbestos 
and asbestos fiber, from origins in 
the Province of Quebec, Canada, to 
Charlotte, Davidson, and Marshville, 
N.C., and North Charleston. S.C., and 
on asbestos waste, refuse, and shorts 
from the same origins to Davidson, 
N.C, 

Examiner Roth said that although 
the Commission had no jurisdiction to 
prescribe for the future joint through 
international rates applicable in part 
within Canada, it might order the re- 
moval of undue preference and prejudice 


to the extent that the transportation 
took place within the United States. 


Embraced proceedings are: No. 31683, 
Raybestos-Manhattan, Inc., General As- 
bestos and Rubber Division v. B. & O. 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31684, Thermoid 
Co., Southern Division v. Same; No. 
31685, Union Asbestos and Rubber Co. v. 
Same, and No. 31686, Carolina Asbestos 
Co. v. Same. 


Examiner’s Proposed Findings 


The examiner proposed specifically 
that the Commission should find that the 
assailed rates, insofar as the transpor- 
tation took place within the United States 


“were and are unjust and unreasonable , 


to the extent that they exceeded and 
exceed,” from Danville, Warwick, Black 
Lake, Coleraine, Thetford Mines, and 
Fast Broughton, Quebec, $1.32 per 100 
pounds, minimum 50,000 pounds on crude 
asbestos to Charlotte, Davidson, Marsh- 


ville, and North Charleston; $1.01, min- 
imum 40,000 pounds, and 93 cents, mini- 
mum 80,000 pounds, on asbestos fiber to 
Charlotte, Davidson, and Marshville, and 
$1.14, minimum 40,000 pounds, and $1.04, 
minimum 80,000 pounds, on asbestos fiber 
to North Charleston; and to Davidson, 
62 cents, minimum 60,000 pounds and 57 
cents, minimum 80,000 pounds, on asbes- 
tos refuse and shorts, and 70 cents, 
minimum 60,000 pounds, and 64 cents, 
minimum 80,000 pounds, on asbestos 
waste; all subject to the applicable in- 
creases authorized on and after March 
12, 1951. 

He proposed that the Commission 
should further find that the assailed 
rates from Danville, Warwick, Black 
Lake, Coleraine, Robertson, Thetford 
Mines, and East Broughton, Quebec, were, 
and for the future would be, unduly 
prejudicial to the complainants, insofar 
as the transportation took place within 
the United States, to the extent that the 
rates from those origins to Charlotte, 
Davidson, and Marshville exceeded or 
might exceed the joint rates that were 
or thereafter might concurrently be 
maintained on like traffic to Chicago, 
Ill., and to the extent that the rates 
from these origins to North Charleston 
exceeded or might exceed the joint rates 
that were or thereafter might be main- 
tained to St. Louis, Mo. 


Recommended Order 


Examiner Roth recommended an award 
of reparation in Nos. 30846, 31683, 31685, 
and 31686, and stated that in those in- 
stances in which shipments from Dan- 
ville and Warwick were interchanged by 
the Canadian National Railways at St. 
Johns, Quebec, and no transportation 
within the United States was performed 
by that carrier, it was not liable for the 
payment of reparation. The examiner 
cited San Diego Oil Products Corp. v. 
Holton I.-U.R. Co., 164 I.C.C. 505, 510. 

He said an appropriate order for the 
future should be entered, requiring re- 
moval of the undue prejudice found to 


61 


| ICC NEWS 


exist, and vacating a prior order entered 
in No. 30846 (288 I.C.C. 793). 


The examiner said that in the prior 
report in that case the Commission, divi- 
sion 3, found that the rates on the con- 
sidered commodities, from Black Lake, 
Coleraine, and Thetford Mines, to Char- 
lotte, N.C., had not been shown unjust 
and unreasonable, but that it found that 
they were and for the future would be 
unduly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceeded or might exceed the joint 
rates that were or thereafter might be 
concurrently maintained on like traffic 
from Black Lake, Coleraine, and Thetford 
Mines to Chicago and Waukegan, IIl., 
and Milwaukee, Wis. 


“Reparation sought was denied,” the 
examiner continued, “and an order was 
entered requiring removal of the undue 
prejudice found to exist. Upon petition 
of the defendants, that order was stayed 
and the proceeding was first reopened 
for oral argument before the Commission 
and reconsideration, and upon petition 
of the complainant was thereafter by 
order of July 30, 1954, reopened for fur- 
ther hearing.” 


Further hearing in the title proceeding 
and hearing in the other proceedings 
were held on a consolidated record, the 
examiner said. 


Jurisdictional Contention 


In their briefs, he said, the defendant 
railroads relied entirely on their con- 
tentions that the Commission was with- 
out jurisdiction to determine the issues 
raised by the complainants, in that in- 
ternational rates were involved. 

Domestic production of asbestos was 
negligible, and American manufacturers 
were dependent on foreign supplies, the 
examiner said, adding that the most 
important commercial production of 
asbestos of the chrysotile variety was in 
an area in the Province of Quebec about 
70 miles long and 5 or 6 miles wide which 
lay between Danville and East Brough- 
ton and embraced most of the origin 
points involved in the instant case. 


He said that on the basis of use, as- 
bestos fell into two main classes, spin- 
ning and non-spinning fiber, and in 
Quebec asbestos fibers were classified in 
nine groups, with different grades gen- 
erally in each group. 


The rates in issue in the instant case, 
he said, generally applied separately on 
crude asbestos, asbestos fiber generally, 
asbestos waste testing under “0-0-8-8” 
and over “0-0-5-11”, and asbestos refuse 
and shorts testing “0-0-5-11” or lower. 


Rate Situation Described 


The examiner said that from both 
Danville (as illustrative of Danville and 
Warwick on the Canadian National) and 
Thetford Mines (as illustrative of Black 
Lake, Coleraine, Thetford Mines, Robert- 
son, and East Broughton on the Quebec 
Central Railway), to destinations in U.S. 
Official Territory and points in Western 
Territory adjacent thereto the defendant 
railroads maintained joint through in- 
ternational commodity rates. The rates 
from the Danville group were substan- 
tially lower than those from the Thetford 
Mines group, although the comparative 
distances did not vary greatly, he said. 

“To southern destinations, however,” 
the examiner continued, “no _ joint 
through rates are maintained, and the 
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complainants are required to pay charges 
based on combination rates. 

“The Canadian lines maintain pro- 
portional rates to various ports of entry 
in the United States except on asbestos 
waste from Danville, restricted to apply 
only on traffic destined to points in the 
United States. On asbestos waste from 
Danville, the lowest combination results 
from the use of the joint through rate 
applicable to Baltimore, Md., as a 
factor. Southbound from the ports of 
entry and from Baltimore, to the destina- 
tions here involved; class rates apply on 
crude asbestos to all destinations, on 
asbestos fiber to North Charleston, and 
on asbestos refuse, shorts and waste to 
Davidson, and commodity rates on asbes- 
tos fiber to Charlotte, Davidson, and 
Marshville.” 

So far as pertinent in the instant case, 
the examiner said, the proportional rates 
aforementioned were published to apply 
from Danville to East Alburgh, Vt., and 
those from Thetford Mines to Newport, 
Vt., East Alburgh and Newport being 
customs ports of entry. 


Proportional Rates Shown 


Examiner Roth set forth the rates 
as follows: 


“The proportional rates from Dan- 
ville on the Canadian National and 
Thetford Mines on the Quebec Central 
to East Alburgh and Newport, respec- 
tively, on crude asbestos are 33 cents 
minimum 40,000 pounds; on asbestos 
fiber they are 28 cents minimum 40,000 
pounds and 25 cents minimum 80,000 
pounds; and on asbestos refuse and 
shorts they are 14 cents minimum 60,000 
pounds and 13 cents minimum 80,000 
pounds. 


“On asbestos waste from Thetford 
Mines to Newport the proportional rates 
are 20 cents minimum 60,000 pounds 
and 18 cents minimum 80,000 pounds. 
On asbestos waste from Danville to Bal- 
timore the joint through international 
rates are 53 cents minimum 60,000 pounds 
and 48 cents minimum 80,000 pounds. 


“In the uniform classification, crude 
asbestos is rated Class 35, minimum 50,- 
000 pounds, asbestos fiber is rated Class 
35, minimum 30,000 pounds, asbestos 
shorts and waste testing under 0-0-8-8 
are rated Class 27.5, minimum 40,000 
pounds, and asbestos refuse takes the 
same rating as asbestos shorts by the 
rule of analogy. 


“The Class 35 rates applicable from 
East Alburgh to Charlotte, Davidson, 
Marshville, and North Charleston are 
$1.17, $1.16, $1.19, and $1.26, respectively. 
From Newport to the same respective 
destinations, the Class 35 rates are $1.21, 
$1.19, $1.23, and $1.30. 


“From East Alburgh and Newport to 
Davidson, the Class 27.5 rates are 91 
cents and 94 cents, respectively, and the 
corresponding class rate from Baltimore 
to Davidson is 58 cents. From both East 
Alburgh and Newport commodity rates 
of $1.06 to Charlotte and Davidson, and 
$1.08 to Marshville apply on asbestos 
fiber. “These rates are somewhat lower 
than the Class 35 rates mentioned above, 
and had their inception in the publica- 
tion in 1936 of the then applicable Class 
A or eighth class rate from Newport to 
Charlotte as a commodity rate to apply 
over routes not generally available under 
class rate routing. Because of lesser in- 


creases imposed on commodity rates than 
on class rates, and the adjustments of 
class rate scales under the Commission’s 
order in Docket No. 28300, This Newport- 
Charlotte commodity rate ultimately gov- 
erned the going rates to Charlotte, David- 
son, and Marshville over all routes.” 


Rates and Distances 


The joint through rates maintained to 
points in Official Territory bore little 
relation to distances, the examiner said, 
and offered as an example the following: 


“The rates on asbestos fiber from Dan- 
ville, Quebec, to Ogdensburg, N.Y., short- 
line distance 209 miles, and to Win- 
chester, Va., 700 miles, are the same as 
the rates shown to Ambler, Pa., and 
Manville, N.J., 68 cents minimum 40,000 
pounds and 61 cents minimum 80,000 
pounds, and the same rates apply to 
practically all points in Trunk Line 
Territory from New York, N.Y., to the 
western border of Pennsylvania.” 

He said the rates on asbestos fiber 
from Thetford Mines to Jackson, Mich., 
719 miles, and to Mundelein, IIl., 1,024 
miles, were the same as the rates to 
Chicago, and that the rates from Dan- 
ville, Quebec, to Peoria, Ill., 1,026 miles, 
and to Hannibal, Mo., 1,149 miles were 
the same as the rates to St. Louis. 

The rates on asbestos waste, shorts, 
and refuse reflected similar comparisons, 
the examiner said. 

Joint through class rates were main- 
tained from points in Quebec to points 
in Official Territory, which reflected 
levels approximately 10 per cent higher 
than the No. 15879 class rates prescribed 
for application initially within Official 
Territory, the examiner said. 


Complainants ‘Lose Ground’ 


The complainants, he said, had lost 
ground in their efforts to compete in 
recent years in the sales of asbestos 
textile products, particularly since the 
general readjustment of the joint through 
international rates to points in Official 
Territory providing rates on a minimum 
weight of 80,000 pounds. He said certain 
of the complainants encountered severe 
competition in other areas from Official 
Territory producers, and markets lost 
in that territory had not been recouped 
elsewhere. 


Jurisdictional Question 


On the jurisdictional question, the 
examiner said that under the interstate 
commerce act, the Commission’s juris- 
diction applied to the transportation 
involved in the instant case only to the 
extent that it took place within the 
United States. 

“It is well settled,” he said, “that the 
railroads operating within the United 
States have a clear alternative with re- 
spect to their participation in interna- 
tional traffic. They may publish rates to 
and from the border, in which event 
they are answerable only for those rates, 
or they may participate in joint interna- 
tional rates and thus become jointly and 
severally liable for any unlawfulness in 
such rates. News Syndicate Co. v. New 
York Central R. Co., 275 I.C.C. 179; 
Buckerfield’s v. Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co., 280 I.C.C. 15. 


“The Commission has no jurisdiction 
to prescribe joint through international 
rates for application partially within 
Canada, as sought by the complainants” 


Examiner Roth said the defendant 
railroads erred in contending that their 
rates southbound from Newport and East 
Alburgh were in fact rates applicable 
from the border. It said that East Al- 
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burgh was approximately three miles 
from the border, and Newport was five 
miles beyond it. 

“The proportional rates maintained by 
the Canadian lines,” he said, “are ap- 
plicable only on traffic destined to points 
in the United States, and they obligate 
these carriers to provide transportation 
service within the borders of the Un ted 
States. 

“Jurisdiction is not a concept gover 1ed 
by practical considerations, but is ab- 
solute. To the extent, therefore, hat 
transportation within the United St :tes 
under the proportional rates is perfor ned 
by the Canadian lines, they are sul ject 
to the jurisdiction of. the Commis; ion. 
To hold otherwise would result in the 
establishment of a jurisdictional no- 
mans-land, the extent of which would 
vary from 0.5 miles at Rouges Point ‘o 3 
miles at East Alburgh and 5 miles at 
Newport.” 

Examiner Roth said the record was 
clear that the complainants’ competi'ors 
at Ambler, Manville, Chicago, St. Louis, 
and other points in Official Territory 
were being unduly preferred, to the undue 
prejudice and disadvantage of the com- 
plainants. It was likewise clear, he con- 
tinued. that the assailed combination 
rates were unjust and unreasonable in 
relation to the widespread rate adjust- 
ments maintained elsewhere from the 
Canadian origins to points in the United 
States. 


‘Reasonable Maxima’ 


“The rates from the Quebec Central 
mines to St. Louis and Chicago for dis- 
tances comparable to those from the 
Canadian origins to the Carolina des- 
tinations are generally on the highest 
levels and appear to represent reasonable 
maxima,” he said. 


“Equitable treatment of the complain- 
ants would dictate, however, that they 
are entitled to rate levels from the 
Canadian National mines relatively the 
same as those available to receivers in 
Official Territory, in order to remove the 
preference and prejudice found to exist. 
While as indicated above, the Commis- 
sion has no jurisdiction to prescribe for 
the future joint through international 
rates applicable in part within Canada, 
it may order the removal of undue pref- 
erence and prejudice to the extent that 
the transportatioin takes place within 
the United States.” 


Joint Board Finds Carrier 


Not Using All Its Routes 


The Commission has issued a recom- 
mended report of joint board No. 107, 
in MC-C-1859, Southeastern Greyhound 
Lines v. Continental Tennessee Lines, 
Inc., in which the board expresses sym- 
pathy with the “futility” of attempting 
to provide motor carrier service that 
passenger will not use, but concludes, 
nevertheless, that by failing to conduct 
operations over certain of its routes 
the defendant has wilfully violated the 
terms of its certificate. 


Acting on a complaint alleging that 
the defendant had failed to operate over 
certain of its routes, the board, composed 
of Gene Oldham of Tennessee, said the 
Commission should enter an order re- 
quiring the defendant, within a specified 
time, to institute and maintain reason- 
ably continuous and adequate service. 


The board said that it was stipuiated 
and agreed by counsel that defendant 
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had not conducted motor carrier opera- 
tions over the routes, set out in an ap- 
pendix to the report, except a portion of 
Route 3, between Sparta, Tenn., and 
Crossville, Tenn., and a portion of Route 
12, between Monterey and Wattsburg, 
T nn., via Ciark Range. 

Che board said that except for portions 


joi Routes 3 and 12, the Commission 


sl ould find that the defendant had not 


} ben and was not now rendering a rea- 


S 


iably continuous and adequate serv- 


jl ic. over all of the routes described in 
} the appendix in accordance with the 
1 te ‘ms of its certificate. 


The board said that defendant should 


] ix orm the Commission within 10 days 


o the date of the proposed order, 
w ether or not compliance had been 
m de. Failing this, it said, the Commis- 
si n should give consideration to pro- 
ce-dings looking to the revocation of 
the authority. 


Lower Rates on Iron-Steel 
P-oducts to Western Gulf 


Ports Considered Favorably 


examiner Walter T. Cantrell has 
recommended that the Commission 
approve reduced railroad rates on 
iron and steel products, minimum 
60,000 pounds, from producing points 
in Official, Western Trunk Line, 
Southwestern and Southern terri- 
tories, to nine Gulf ports in Louis- 
iana and Texas, and grant the 
railroads relief from section 4 of the 
interstate commerce act necessary 
to maintain the proposed rates. 


In a proposed report in I. and S. No. 
6634, Iron and Steel to Southwest Gulf 
Ports, embracing fourth section applica- 
tion No. 32312, Iron & Steel Articles to 
Texas and Louisiana Points, Examiner 
Cantrell concluded that the proposed 
rates had been shown to be amply com- 
pensatory over routes that were not un- 
duly circuitous and that they were 
necessary in order to enable the re- 
spondents to compete in any substantial 
degree with water carriers. 

By schedules filed to become effective 
August 3, 1956, the examiner said, the 
respondent rail carriers proposed re- 
duced rates from 19 producing points in 
Alabama, Colorado, Illinois, Missouri, 
Minnesota and Wisconsin to nine Gulf 
ports in Louisiana and Texas. He said 
the fourth section application sought 
authority to maintain the proposed rates 
without observing the long-and-short 
haul provisions of section 4 at inter- 
mediate points on both direct and circui- 
tous routes. 


On protest of the New Orleans Traffic 
and Transportation Bureau and the 
Waterways Freight Bureau, an associ- 
ation of water carriers, the proposed 
rates were suspended until March 3, 
Examiner Cantrell said, adding that they 
had been further postponed pending 
further disposition of this proceeding. 


Rate Levels 


Examiner Cantrell said the rates pres- 
ently applicable generally on the con- 
sidered traffic were subject to a mini- 
mum of 40,000 pounds and were uni- 
formly 18 cents a 100 pounds lower than 
the rates prescribed by the Commis- 
Sion on May 19, 1953 in American Iron 


and Machine Works v. Akron, C.& Y. R. 
Co., 288 I.C.C. 601, which were 30 per 
cent of the first class rates prescribed 
in No. 28300. 

As examples, some of the present and 
proposed rates, which were shown in an 
appendix to the report, are, respectively, 
as follows: 

From Birmingham, Ala., 84 and 59 
cents to Galveston, Houston and Texas 
City, Tex., and 71 and 59 cents to Lake 
Charles and West Lake Charles, La.; 
from Kansas City, Mo., 87-and 59 cents 
to Galveston, Houston and Texas City 
and 87 and 59 cents to Lake Charles and 
West Lake Charles; from Minnequa, 
Colo., 102 and 80 cents to Galveston, 
Houston and Texas City, and 111 and 
80 cents to Lake Charles and West Lake 
Charles. 

Examiner Cantrell said that the water 
carrier bureau withdrew its protest to 
the establishment of the proposed rates 
and offered no evidence at the hearing. 
The position of the other protestant— 
the New Orleans Traffic and Transpor- 
tation Bureau—was that it did not op- 
pose the proposed rates provided reduc- 
tions were made from the same origins 
to New Orleans which would maintain 
the present relationship of the rates to 
New Orleans and to the ports farther 
west, he said. 


Market Competition 


Although the reason assigned for the 
instant adjustment was water competi- 
tion, the examiner said that the justifica- 
tion for the proposed adjustment from 
Minnequa was market competition, 
whereas that from Chicago was active 
water competition. 

“Under the circumstances, considering 
the relative distances between the 
origins and destinations involved,” he 
said, “it appears that the proposed rate 
from Minnequa, the same as that from 
Chicago, would be reasonable.” 


Examiner Cantrell said that the Shef- 
field division of Armco Steel Corp. ac- 
tively supported the proposed adjust- 
ment, including the establishment of a 
rate from Kansas City the same as that 
proposed to be maintained from St. 
Louis, but suggested that there should 
nequa would also apply to Sand Springs.” 
Okla., where it maintained a plant, to 
the ports a rate not in excess of that 
to be maintained from Kansas City. 


“No rate is proposed herein from Sand 
Springs but since that point is inter- 
mediate to Kansas City,” he said, “the 
shipper insists that any grant of fourth 
section authority should require the 
same rate from Sand Springs as is 
maintained from Kansas City thus ob- 
viating the necessity of origin relief at. 
Sand Springs. While no water service 
is available from Sand Springs, it appears 
obvious that the same consideration of 
market competition as is urged for Min- 
nequa would also apply to Sand Springs.” 


With respect to the contention of the 
New Orleans bureau, the examiner said 
that while the Commission did not have 
before it in the instant proceeding the 
relative adjustment of the rates between 
New Orleans and the other ports, it was 
clear that New Orleans should not be 
subjected to higher rates than were 
maintained to the more westerly ports 
and any fourth-section authority granted 
should be so limited as to obviate that 
possibility. 


Recommended Findings 


“The Commission should find,” Ex- 
aminer Cantrell said, “that the proposed 
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rates are just and reasonable and not 
otherwise unlawful, and the proceeding 
should be discontinued. The Commis- 
sion should further find that the re- 
spondents have shown a special case 
warranting fourth-section relief to main- 
tain the proposed rates, subject to the 
modifications previously indicated, and 
should enter an order granting the nec- 
essary relief, including relief to main- 
tain the proposed Kansas City rates 
from Sand Springs, Okla., subject to the 
conditions previously stated. These in- 
clude the conditions that the relief 
granted shall not apply to authorize the 
maintenance of higher rates from Sand 
Springs than are maintained from Kan- 
sas City, nor higher rates from the pro- 
posed origins to New Orleans, than are 
maintained from the same origins to 
Lake Charles.” 


Rights as Contract Carrier 
For Rail-Owned Trucking 
Company Are Recommended 


Over the opposition of railroads 
and truck lines, Examiner F. Roy 
Linn has recommended that the 
Commission grant contract carrier 
authority to Pacific Motor Trucking 
Co., a subsidiary of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad, for transportation 
of automotive vehicles via truck 
from four General Motors plants in 
California to destinations in five 
western states. 


In his recommended report in MC- 
78787, Sub. 37, Pacific Motor Trucking 
Co. Extension—Automobiles—California 
Assembly Plants to Seven Western 
States, the examiner concluded that the 
operations proposed by the S.P. subsid- 
iary properly might be authorized only 
as to points that were stations on the 
rail lines of Southern Pacific Co. 

The vehicles distributed in the terri- 
tory embraced by the instant application 
were now moving by railroad, he said, 
the traffic being originated by the rail- 
road either in a switching or line-haul 
movement. With the granting of the 
application, he said, a substantial por- 
tion of the traffic now moving by rail 
would be diverted to the subsidiary’s new 
service. 


Specifically, Examiner Linn recom- 
mended that Pacific Motor Trucking be 
granted a permit authorizing transpor- 
tation of the following: (1) Automobiles, 
trucks, and buses, except trailers, in 
initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, from the General 
Motors-Chevrolet plant No. 1 at Oak- 
land, Calif., to points in Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Utah, and from the Gen- 
eral Motors-Chevrolet plant at Raymer, 
Calif., to points in Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oregon,, and Utah, and (2) automobiles, 
in initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, from the General 
Motors-Buick-Oldsmobile-Pontiac plant 
at South Gate, Calif., to points in- Ari- 
zona, Nevada, Oregon, and Utah, over 
irregular routes, with the aforemen- 
tioned restriction. 


Examiner Linn also recommended ap- 
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proval of P.M.T.’s holding of the pro- 
posed permit and of common carrier cer- 
tificates heretofore issued to it. 

General Motors Corporation intervened 
in support of P.M.T.’s application and 
the application was opposed by nine 
railroads, seven motor carriers, the 
National Automobile Transporters Asso- 
ciation, and the American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., the examiner said. 

Contract carrier operations presently 
conducted by P.M.T. under its permits 
now in effect consisted solely of trans- 
portation of automotive vehicles for 
General Motors, the examiner said. He 
added that distribution of the vehicles 
assembled at the latter’s four California 
plants was effected either in P.M.T.’s 
contract carrier service or in the South- 
ern Pacific’s rail service. 

Prior to filing of the instant applica- 
tion, he said, three protestant railroads 
—the Union Pacific, Northern Pacific, 
and Great Northern—proposed to South- 
ern Pacific that consideration be given 
to the filing of separate applications by 
each of the four railroads for authority 
to transport automobiles and trucks be- 
tween points on their own lines, with 
arrangements for joint-line service for 
traffic from California points to the des- 
tination territories served by the pro- 
testants. 

“Before agreement as to detailed plans 
for the joint-line service were reached, 
it was determined that the joint-line 
service would not be satisfactory to the 
shipper,” the examiner said. 


Advantages for Shipper 


He said the facts of record clearly in- 
dicated that P.M.T.’s proposed service as 
a contract carrier throughout the terri- 
tory in issue would be advantageous to 
the shipper. 


“The application was filed and prose- 
cuted at the direction of Southern Pacific 
Co., in conformity with the demands of 
an individual shipper and, if authorized, 
the proposed operations obviously will be 
managed in accordance with the wishes 
of the shipper, subject only to limita- 
tions essential to the general welfare of 
the Southern Pacific system,” the ex- 
aminer said. “The diversion of an im- 
portant volume of automobile traffic from 
rail to truck service would follow the 
approval of the application. 


“By reason of its position as the only 
rail carrier able to originate traffic at 
the shipper’s plants and its sole owner- 
ship of applicant, Southern Pacific Co., 
on the granting of the application would 
have opportunity, without actual loss of 
transportation revenues by Southern 
Pacific system, to deprive its connecting 
rail carriers of any chance for participa- 
tion in the traffic involved. It would be 
able to establish conditions influencing 
diversion to applicant of all traffic con- 
trolled by the shipper, who pays the 
transportation charges on all vehicles 
distributed through its dealers. Upon 
basis of specific testimony of record, 
there is little doubt that with favorable 
conditions the shipper ultimately would 
effect distribution of all its controlled 
traffic in applicant’s service.” 


Importance of Rail Protestants 


Examiner Linn said the importance of 
any single carrier as a component of the 
national transportation system  de- 
pended on various factors, such as scope 


of its holding out, the territory served, 
and capacity of its facilities. He said 
there could be no doubt of the impor- 
tance of the rail protestants in the 
national system. 

“Their special abilities to transport the 
raw and semi-raw commodities in their 
territories at low cost are required in 
the public interest and intended to be 
preserved by the national transporta- 
tion policy. To this end, it is essential 
that they be assured by regulatory 
action of all traffic which can be gene- 
rated for rail movement, whether such 
traffic be obtained through their own 
efforts or the efforts of connection 
carriers. 

“The record in connection with the 
foregoing affirmatively shows that the 
shipper has employed joint-like rail 
service for many years. It further shows 
that for a time at least some distribution 
will continue to be in joint-line rail 
service. It fails to show that such serv- 
ice has now become wholly inadequate 
for automobile distribution. 

“In the circumstances, regulatory 
processes clearly should not promote 
conditions likely to hinder fair competi- 
tion for the traffic in issue. The ex- 
aminer concludes that the operations 
proposed by applicant properly may be 
authorized only as to points which are 
stations on the rail lines of Southern 
Pacific Co.” 


| RAIL AND WATER REPORTS | 


Asbestos Wallboard 


No. 32107, Johns-Manville Products 
Corp. of Massachusetts v. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Co., et al. By 
Examiner Otto A. Hanson. Modified 
procedure followed. Recommends find- 
ing inapplicable rate charged on. com- 
plainant’s carload shipment of asbestos 
wallboard from North Billerica, Mass., 
and Sparrows Point, Md., to San Fran- 
cisco, and applicable a rate of 144 cents 
per 100 pounds, which was the applicable 
commodity rate on “asbestos wallboard, 
N.O.S.” Complainant was charged and 
paid a corrected freight bill reflecting 
the difference between the 144-cent rate 
and a class rate of 294 cents on “asbestos 
wallboard, covered with aluminum or 
faced with aluminum sheets,” which 
defendants said should apply to the 
55,385 pounds of “Reeferite” which ac- 
companied 2,200 pounds of “marine fur- 
ring” in the carload. The “Reeferite” 
was made of two layers of asbestos wall- 
board with a layer of aluminum between. 
The examiner said that “the issue here 
concerns only the commodity descrip- 
tions in defendants’ tariffs as they may 
be applied to the commodity shipped.” 
He concluded that both parts of the 
shipment should come under the 144-cent 
commodity rate, which should take pre- 
cedence over a class rate “even when the 
classification provides a more specific 
description of the article shipped.” The 
examiner said that the complainant was 
entitled to reparation of $979.49, plus 
interest, representing the difference be- 
tween the rates charged and the rate 
recommended as applicable. 


Ammunition Boxes 


No. 31425, Hightower Box & Tank Co., 
Inc., v. Alabama Great Southern Rail- 
road Co., et al. By Examiner L. H. Dish- 
man, on further hearing. Recommends 
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finding complainant entitled to reps: ra- 
tion from defendants of $5,899.33, \ ith 
interest, as sought in further hearing Ip 
original report, 294 I.C.C. 503, divisicn 3 
ordered the award of reparation of 33,- 
239,62. That report was modified at 298 
I.C.C. 149. Proceeding then was assi¢ ned 
for further hearing “for the sole pur jose 
of affording the complainant an op- 
portunity to present proof that the « :ip- 
ments upon which reparation is so ght 
were made, with respect to which the 
defendants have failed to certify si :te- 
ments submitted by complainant wu der 
rule 1.100 . . and to submit evic nce 
of the paying and bearing of the t) ns- 
portation charges thereon by the 
plainant.” The original report ref: -red 
to 320 carloads of ammunition boxe.., of 
which defendants certified staten nts 
listing 92, representing reparation cl: ims 
of $3,239.62. At further hearing, com- 
plainant sought $5,899.33 on 213 ¢«nip- 
ments, which had also been showr on 
rule 1.100 statements which defend.ints 
had refused to certify. Defendants, af- 
forded opportunity to check the correct- 
ness of the submitted data, “have failed 
to submit any evidence pertaining there- 
to,” the examiner said. On further hear- 
ing, finding recommended that complain- 
ant made shipments as described; paid 
and bore charges as stated, and was 
damaged thereby in the amount of the 
difference between the charges paid and 
those which would have accrued at the 
rates found reasonable in the original 
report. A “motion for order in the nature 
of summary judgment or decree’ filed 
by complainant and “substantially the 
same” as an earlier motion overruled by 
the Commission, was recommended as 
not to be entertained. 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 20 days 
from date of service of reports (25 days 
if general Office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the Office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 20-day period, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed 
by the Commission. 

State in which applicant for certificate 
license or permit has home office is shown 
below in “black face” type, with name 
of town or city following. 


Certificates—Licenses—Permits 


Arkansas (El Dorado)—MC-111170, 
Sub. 29, Wheeling Pipe Line, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Asphalt from Memphis, Tenn., 
to Arkansas. Certificate proposed. As- 
phalt, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Arkansas, 
over irregular routes. 

California (Hayward)—MC-73138, Sub. 
7, E. Guy Warren, Extension—Dorris 
and Yreka. Certificate proposed. Boards 
and sheets, and sawdust or ground wood, 
compressed, from Ukiah, Calif., to Dorris 
and Yreka, Calif., over irregular routes. 

Canada (Quebec, Sweetsburg)—MC- 
116092, E. J. Persons Limited, Common 
Carrier. Denial of certificate proposed 
Over irregular routes, (1) millwork, doors, 
veneer products, wool, felt, wood turn- 
ings, and wood products, from ports of 
entry on the U.S.-Canada border ai 0! 
near North Troy, Richford, and High- 
gate Springs, Vt., and Rouses Point, 
N.Y., to points in Vt., N.H., Conn., M4ss., 
N.Y. N.J., Pa. and Me., and (2) wool 
and felt, from Boston, Mass., Alb ny, 
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NY. and Portland, Me., to the ports of 
entry in (1). 

Colorado (Grand Junction) — MC- 
1/2171, Sub. 2, L. E. Schooley, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Uranium Ores. Certificate pro- 
sed. Over irregular routes, uranium 
.d vanadium bearing ores, in bulk, 
tween points in a territory within 225 
les of Monticello, Utah, including 
ynticello, subject to the condition that 
a plicant request cancellation of MC- 
2171, Sub. 1. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC-8681, Sub. 51, 


_ 


1 vy estern Auto Transports, Inc., Extension 


Farm Tractors. Certificate proposed. 
er irregular routes, farm tractors, from 
troit, Mich., to points in Ark., Ariz., 
lif., Colo., Ida., Kan., La., Miss., Mont., 
b., Nev., N.M., N.D.,. Ore., S.D., Utah, 
ish., and Wyo. 
‘olorado (Grand Junction) — MC- 
322, The C. D. Smith Co., Common 
rrier. Denial of certificate proposed. 
er irregular routes, uranium oxide, 
m points in described areas in Ariz., 
V., and Utah, to Grand Junction, Colo. 
‘onnecticut (West Hartford)—MC- 
103450, Sub. 8, Atlas Moving and Storage 
Cc.., Extension—New Furniture. Cer- 
tii. cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
new furniture (uncrated), from Water- 
bury, Conn., to points in Mass., N.H., 
Ri., Vt, and N.Y. 

florida (Auburndale)—MC-115491, 
Sub. 1, Commercial Carriers Corp., Ex- 
tension—Canned Citrus Products. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Canned citrus products, 
from points in Florida on and south 
of Florida Highway 40, to points in La. 
(except New Orleans), Tex., and S.D., 
and in Wisconsin north of US. Highway 
18, over irregular routes. 


Illinois (Wood River) —-MC-116434, Sub. 
1, Hugh Major, Contract Carrier. Per- 
mit proposed. Building, paving and roof- 
ing materials, from Waukegan, IIl., to 
points in specified areas of Ark., and 
Tenn., over irregular routes. 


Illinois (Chicago) -MC-52657, Sub. 492, 
Arco Auto Carriers, Inc., Extension— 
Wapakoneta, embracing MC-52657, Sub. 
491, Same, Extension — Road - Building 
Machinery. Certificate proposed in title 
case. Denial of certificate proposed in 
MC-52657, Sub. 491. In MC-52657, Sub. 
492, over irregular routes, vehicle bodies 
and component parts thereof, when 
moving in connection with vehicle bodies 
being transported from Wapakoneta, O., 
to points in the U.S. In MC-52657, Sub. 
491, over irregular routes, tail gates, and 
construction and road-building machin- 
ery and equipment, including transit 
mixers and concrete and cement spread- 
ers, and parts thereof moving there- 
with, except trucks and/or equipment 
mounted thereon moving as a single 
unit, from Galion and Marion, O., to 
points in the US. 


Illinois (Chicago)—MC-66539, Sub. 9, 
Phil Krass and Mary Krasnowsky. dba 
ILL. & C. Co., Extension—Additional 
Commodities. Permit proposed. (1) Elec- 
tronic receivers, transmitters and re- 
corders and materials and parts used in 
the serving or manufacture of such de- 
vices, and (2) wearing apparel, (except 
on hangers), and materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture thereof, and 
(3) office machines and equipment, and 
parts, materials and supplies used in the 
Servicing or manufacture of such com- 
modities, between Chicago, Ill., and New 
York, N.Y., over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Quincy) — MC-61709, Sub. 7, 
Meinhardt Cartage Co., Extension— 
Alternate Route. Certificate and dual op- 
erations proposed. General commodities, 


az2wodor 


with exceptions, between Quincy, Tl., and 
the junction of U.S. Highways 24 and 66 
at Chenoa, IIl., over a described route, as 
an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving no intermediate 
points, and -serving Chenoa for purpose 
of joinder only, in connection with au- 
thorized-regular route operations between 
Chicago and Quincy, IIl. 

Indiana (Elkhart)—MC-103993, Sub. 88, 
Morgan Drive-Away, Inc., Extension— 
Oklahoma, embracing MC-106398, Sub. 
78, National Trailer Convoy, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Oklahoma. Certificates proposed. 
In both proceedings, trailers designed to 
be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, truckaway, from Law- 
ton and Chickasha, Okla., to points in 
the U.S., except Mt. Clemens, Detroit, 
and Flint, Mich., over irregular routes. 

Indiana _ (Fortville)—MC-109451, Sub. 
71, Ecoff Trucking, Inc., Extension—Sul- 
phuric Acid—Dubuque, Ia. Permit pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, sulphuric 
acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plant site of the National Distillers and 
Chemical Corporation, U.S. Industrial 
Chemicals division, near Dubuque, Ia., to 
points in Minn., and Wis. 

Indiana (South Bend)—MC-15214, Sub. 
29, Mercury Motorways, Inc., Extension— 
Twinsburg, O. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, serv- 
ing Twinsburg, O., as an off-route point 
in connection with authorized regular 
routes operations between Chicago, IIl., 
and Cleveland, O. 


Iowa (Davenport)—MC-116530, Her- 
man Ruge, Common Carrier. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Wrecked motor ve- 
hicles, by truckaway, between Davenport, 
Ia., and points in 19 Iowa and 23 Illinois 
counties, over irregular routes. 


Iowa (Des Moines)—MC-107496, Sub. 
90, Ruan Transport Corp., Extension— 
Insecticide. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, insecticide, in bulk, in 
tank vheicles, from Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., to points in Ill., and Ky. 

Iowa (Dubuque)—MC-12655, Francis 
R. Rahe, Broker. License proposed. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, by motor 
vehicle, in round-trip tours, beginning 
and ending at Dubuque and extending to 
points in the US. 


Iowa (Dubuque) — MC-107815, Sub 4, 
Iowa Coaches, Inc., Extension—Prairie 
du Chien. Certificate proposed. Passen- 
gers and their baggage, and express and 
newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Marquette, Ia., and 
Prairie du Chien, Wis., over U.S. Highway 
18, serving all intermediate points. 


Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub. 193, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Atchison, 
Kan. Certificate proposed. Over irreg- 
ular routes, vodka, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from Atchison, Kan., to Milwau- 
kee, Wis.; St. Louis, Mo.; Cleveland, O.; 
Detroit, Mich.; Minneapolis, Minn., and 
points in Kentucky. 

Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub. 212, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Liquid 
Chemicals from Mapleton, Ill. Certificate 
proposed. Antifreeze soluticns, methanol 
and glycol, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the site of the plant of the Olin 
Mathieson Chemical Corp., at or near 
Mapleton, Ill., to points in Ind., Ia., Ky., 
Mich., Minn., Mo., O., and Wis. over ir- 
regular routes. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—MC-109708, 
Sub. 4, Ervin J. Kramer, dba Maryland 
Tank Transportation Co., Extension— 
Long Island City, N.Y. Certificate pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, (1) animal 
bones, in bulk, from Washington, D.C., to 
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Long Island City, N.Y., (2) crushed 
bones and meat scrap, in bulk, from 
Long Lsland City to York and Lancaster, 
Pa., and (3) tallow and greases, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Washington to 
York and Manheim, Pa., and Wilming- 
ton, Del. 

Michigan (Iron Mountain)—MC- 
107162, Sub. 6, Bernhart G. Johnson, Ex- 
tension—Lime. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, fertilizer and fertilizer 
ingredients, from Antigo, Cameron, 
Green Bay, Prairie du Chien and White- 
water, Wis. to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan. 

Michigan (Menominee) — MC-116483, 
Ed Johnson, Common Carrier Applica- 
tion. Denial of certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, rough green lumber, be- 
tween points in the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Marinette, Oconto, Brown, 
Outagamie and Milwaukee counties, Wis. 
In its report, joint board No. 95 said the 
applicant should be admonished to re- 
frain from any future unauthorized op- 
erations in interstate commerce, and 
that Bernhart G. Johnson, of Iron 
Mountain, Mich., a protestant, should be 
admonished to comply with the rules 
and regulations promulgated by the 
Commission in Ex Parte MC-43, 68 
M.C.C., 553, Lease and Interchange of 
Vehicles by Motor Carriers. 


Minnesota (St. Paul)—MC-17481, Sub. 
16, Moore Freight Lines, Inc., Extension 
—Scrap Paper. Certificate proposed. 
Over irregular routes, scrap or waste 
paper, from points in Iowa, except Spen- 
cer, Estherville, Sheldon, Cherokee, 
Sioux City, Storm Lake and Emmetsburg, 
to St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn. 


Missouri (Kansas City) —MC-29566, 
Sub 46, Southwest Freight Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Roofing Materials. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, asphalt and asbestos products, 
roofing materials, roofing cement, pitch 
and installation accessories, including 
nails and brackets, except when moving 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Memphis, 
Tenn., to points in Missouri, except for 
those in a described area, subject to the 
condition that authority not be joined 
with or tacked to operating rights now 
held or in the future acquired by the 
applicant, for the movement of such 
commodities from Memphis to points in 
Tll., and Ia. 


Missouri (Kansas City) —MC-46599, 
Sub. 27, Healzer Cartage Co., Extension 
—Alternate Route — Kansas Turnpike. 
Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Kansas 
City, Kan., and Wichita, Kan., over 
Kansas Turnpike, as an alternate route, 
serving no intermediate points. 


Missouri (St. Joseph) —MC-26739, Sub. 
18, Wagner Freight Lines, Inc., Exten- 
sion— Elimination of Gateway. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
specified machinery and equipment, from 
Springfield, Ill., to points in Kansas west 
of U.S. Highway 75 and from Canton, 
Libertyville, Moline and Rock Island, 
Tll., and Dubuque and Waterloo, Ia., to 
points in Kansas west of U.S. Highway 
75, and from Joliet, Sterling and Rock 
Falls, Ill., to points in Kansas. 

Missouri (Taylor)—MC-113865, Sub. 4, 
Robert H. Leeser and Sylber Ray Stauf- 
fer, dba Leeser & Stauffer Truck Serv- 
ice, Extension—Lumber to Quincy, Ill. 
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Permit proposed. Over irregular routes, 
Lumber used in the manufacture of 
truck bodies, from points in La., and 
Tex., to Quincy, Il. 

New Jersey (Glassboro)—MC-115487, 
Sub. 1, George Bell, dba Bell’s Bus 
Service, Common Carrier Application— 
Chester, Pa. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Over a regular route, passengers 
and their baggage, and newspapers, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, be- 
tween Ancora, N.J., and Chester, Pa., over 
a described route, and return, serving 
all intermediate points. 

New Jersey (Johnstown)—MC-20793, 
Sub. 25, Wagner Trucking Co., Inc., Ex- 
tension — Connecticut. Certificate pro- 
posed. Brick, from points in Richmond 
Township, Bucks County, Pa., to points 
in Connecticut on and west of US. 
Highway 5, over irregular routes. 


New Jersey (Kenvil)—MC-103363, Sub. 
3, Superior Carriers, Extension—Maine. 
Permit and dual operations proposed. 
Concrete products and materials, supplies 
and equipment used in the manufac- 
ture, production and distribution of con- 
crete products, but not including liquids, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, between Ken- 
vil, N.J., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Conn., Del., Me., Md., 
Mass., N.H., N.Y., Pa., R.I., and Vt., over 
irregular routes. 


New Jersey (Wanaque)—MC-106437, 
Sub. 4, Julius Crolle, dba Crolle Trucking, 
Extension—Used Electrical Equipment. 
Permit proposed. Over irregular routes, 
used electrical appliances, except those 
requiring special equipment, (1) from 
points in New York, N.Y., Westchester, 
Putnam, Orange, Rockland, Suffolk, and 
Nassau counties, N.Y., and Fairfield, New 
Haven, Hartford, and Litchfield counties, 
Conn., to Oak Ridge, N.J., and (2) from 
Oak Ridge to New York City. 

New Jersey (Wanaque)—MC-106437, 
Sub. 5, Julius Crolle, Extension—Wearing 
Apparel. Denial of permit proposed. 
Over irregular routes, wearing apparel, 
between Midvale, N.J., and New York, 
N.Y. 


New York (Croghan)—MC-116538, Sub. 
1, Francis A. Duflio, Common Carrier Ap- 
plication. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, lumber, from points in 
Delaware, Jefferson, Lewis, Montgomery, 
Oneida and Schoharie counties, N.Y., to 
points in New Hampshire north of New 
Hampshire Highway 9. 

New York (Flushing)—MC-116367, Emil 
Klein, Common Carrier. Certificate pro- 
posed. Baggage between New York, N.-Y., 
and points in Nassau and Westchester 
counties, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, various summer camps 
located at points in N.Y., Pa., Vt. and Md., 
restricted to a seasonal operation, over 
irregular routes. 


New York (Goshen)—MC-80428, Sub. 
23, H. L. & F. McBride, Extension—Erie 
County, Pa: Certificate proposed. Food, 
fertilizer, and lime, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles equipped with mechanical unload- 
ing devices, from Buffalo, N.Y., to points 
in Erie, Crawford, Warren, McKean, 
Porter and Tioga counties, Pa., over 
irregular routes. 


New York (Rochester) — MC-116548, 
Meyer Smith, Common Carrier. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Fresh meat, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from Rochester, N.Y., to New York City, 





points on Long ‘Island, N.Y., and to 
Philadelphia, Pa., over irregular routes. 
New York (New York) — MC-108906, 
Sub. 4, Trinity Trucking Corp., Extension 
—Connecticut. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, wearing apparel and 
cloth, materials, trimmings and supplies 
used in the manufacture of wearing ap- 
parel, between New York, N.Y., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Connecticut, conditioned on applicant’s 
request in writing that its authority to 
transport “cut materials and trimmings 
for women’s and children’s garments 
from New York, N.Y., to points in Con- 
necticut,” and of “women’s and children’s 
garments from points in Connecticut to 
New York, N.Y.,” be canceled from its 
certificate issued in MC-108906. 


North Carolina (Hendersonville) —-MC- 
25798, Sub. 12, Clay Hyder Trucking 
Lines, Inc., Extension — Refrigerated 
Commodities. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Frozen foods and foods requiring 
refrigeration, from points in Conn., Del., 
Md., Mass., N.J., N.Y., Pa., and Va., to 
points in Ala., Fla., Ga., La. Miss., N.C., 
S.C., and Va., over irregular routes. 


North Carolina (Wadesboro) — MC- 
107409, Sub. 10, Ratliff and Ratliff, Inc., 
Extension—Florida. Certificate proposed. 
Over irregular routes, lumber, with ex- 
ceptions, from points in certain counties 
in N.C. and S.C., to points in specified 
states. 

North Dakota (Fargo) — MC-113855, 
Sub. 11, International Transport, Inc., 
Extension—Tractors. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Lift trucks, straddle 
trucks, warehouse trucks, and similar 
self-propelled vehicles, attachments, and 
component parts, from Portland, Ore., to 
all points in the U.S., with exceptions. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—MC-108880, Sub. 3, 
Allmen Transfer & Moving Co., Exten- 
sion—West Virginia. Permit proposed 
and approval of dual operations recom- 
mended. Portland cements, from Middle- 
branch, O., to points in a described area 
of West Virginia, over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Toledo)—MC-109914, Sub. 11, 
Dundee Truck Line, Inc., Extension— 
Atomic Energy Plant, embracing MC- 
59365, Sub. 3, H & G Cartage Co., of 
Detroit, Mich., Extension—Same. Cer- 
tificates proposed. In both proceedings, 
general commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween the junction of U.S. Highway 25 
and US. Highway 24 Alternate (near 
Allen road) and Toledo, O., over Alter- 
nate 24, serving all intermediate points 
and the off-route points of the Enrico 
Fermi Atomic Power Plant, located about 
four miles east of the Stony Creek rail- 
road station and about six miles south 
of Newport, Monroe County, Mich., over 
regular routes. 


Oregon (Portland) — MC-52858, Sub. 
60, Convoy Co., Extension—Snowmobiles. 
Certificate proposed. A specified class of 
vehicles, from Seattle, Wash., Logan, 
Utah, Boise, Ida., and Arvada, Colo., to 
points in 11 states, over irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania _(Downington) — MC- 
110525, Sub. 332, Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Connecticut. Certificate 
proposed. Chemicals, and acids, all in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Hopewell, 
Va., to all points in Connecticut, over 
irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Douglassville) — MC- 
116551, Jesse Baro, Inc., Common Carrier 
Application. Certificate proposed. Crushed 
stone, in bulk, in dump vehicles, from 
Birdsboro, Pa., to points in Del., D.C., 
Md., N.J., N.Y., O., Va, and W.Va., over 
irregular routes. 
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Pennsylvania (Downingtown) — IC. 
104347,-Sub. 123, Leaman Transportation 
Corp., Extension—White Oil. Certificate 
proposed. Over irregular routes, white 
oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Eay- 
way, N.J., to Louisville, Ky. 

Pennsylvania (Lancaster) — MC-7é ‘18, 
Sub. 5, Wilbur H. Johns, Extension—-0Ojj 
City, Pa. Denial of certificate propcsed, 
Over irregular routes, petroleum prod- 
ucts, in containers, and advertising aa- 
terial, from Oil City, Pa., and pcints 
within five miles thereof, to Baltin ore, 
Md., and Philadelphia, Pa., and, on re- 
turn, empty containers used in tr ns- 
porting the specified commodity. 


Pennsylvania (Latrobe)—MC-11( 564, 
Lewis W. McCurdy and Margaret J. Uc- 
Curdy, dba McCurdy’s Trucking ©o, 
Contract Carrier. Denial of permit ,,ro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, malt bever- 
ages, in barrels, bottles and cases, from 
Latrobe to Bridgeville and Wilming‘on, 
Del., Baltimore, Aberdeen and Cav itol 
Heights, Md., and empty containers, on 
return. 


Pennsylvania (Philadelphia) — MC- 
111981, Sub. 2, Robideau’s Express, Inc., 
Extension—Distribution Service. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
foods, when moving in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, (1) be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in 14 counties 
of New Jersey, 10 counties in Pennsyl- 
vania, New Castle County, Del., and Cecil 
County, Md., and (2) from Philadelphia, 


to points in Lebanon and Lancaster 
counties, Pa. 
Pennsylvania (M unc y)—MC-111940, 


Sub. 12, Smith’s Truck Lines, Extension— 
Pallets. Certificate proposed. Over ir- 
regular routes, (1) flagstone and building 
stone between points in seven Pennsyl- 
vania counties and points in Conn., Del., 
Ind., Md., Mass., N.J., N.Y., O., R.I., and 
D.C., and used pallets on return; (2) new 
pallets, from Millville, Pa., to points in 
Conn., Del., Mass., N.J., N.Y., and RI. 
and (3)used pallets from points in Penn- 
sylvania to Ludlowville, Retsof, and 
Watkins Glen, N.Y. 


Pennsylvania (York)—MC-102616, Sub. 
632, Coastal Tank Lines, Inc. Extension— 
Blended Fats. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, (1) natural inedible (a) 
animal fats and oils and (b) vegetable 
fats and oils, between Baltimore, Md., 
and points in Del., Pa., Va., and D.C. and 
(2) a blend of inedible (a) natural and 
hydrolized animal and vegetable fats and 
cils, and (b) natural and stabilized ani- 
mal fats and oils, from Baltimore, Md., 
to points in Del., Pa., Va., and D.C., sub- 
ject to request for cancellation of cer- 
tificate in MC-102616, Sub. 603. 


Pennsylvania (York)—MC-110190, Sub. 
40, Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Texas. Certificate proposed. Canned 
goods, from Hamlin, Holley, Westfield, 
and Williamson, N.Y., to points in La., 
Miss., and Tex.,-over irregular routes. 


South Carolina (Florence)—MC-116- 
180, Paul R. McLaughlin, dba McLaugh- 
lin Trucking Co., Common Carrier. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Lumber, except ply- 
wood or veneer, over irregular routes, 
from points in Darlington and Florence 
counties, S.C., to points in Del., D©., 
Ga., Ky., Md., NJ., N.Y., N.C., O., Pa., 
Tenn., Va. and WVa. 

South Dakota (Sioux Falls)—MC- 
29120, Sub. 54, Wilson Storage and Trens- 
fer Co., Extension—Alternate Rou's— 
Iowa—lIllinois. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, »¢- 
tween junction of U.S. Highway 71 and 
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Iowa Highway 10 north of Sioux Rapids, 
Ie., and jiinction U.S. Highway 30 and 
Icwa Highway 150 at Cedar Rapids, Ia., 
ald return, over a specified route in 
Ic va, serving no intermediate points, as 
ai alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, with combination rights, 
at junction Iowa Highway 3 and US. 
H ghway 69, with already authorized 
ai ernate route, restricted, in the use of 
such route to transportation of ship- 
m nts moving between Chicago or points 
be ond, on the one hand, and Sioux 
F ‘ls or points west thereof, on the other. 
Si nilar authority sought by applicant 
ir Illinois found not required in view 
oi the Commission’s so-called route de- 
vi tion rule of June 28, 1955. 
outh Dakota (Lemmon) — MC-1150, 
). 19, J. B. Heeren, dba Heeren Truck- 
Co., Extension — Wibaux County, 
at. Certificate proposed. Over irreg- 
| r routes, liquefied petroleum gas, in 
. k, in tank vehicles, from points in 
oauz County, Mont., to points in 
‘th Dakota on and south of U.S. High- 
’ 10 and west of the Missouri River, 
{ in South Dakota on and west of U.S. 
hway 281. 


south Dakota (Sioux Falls—MC-106- 
. Sub. 8, Frank A. Willers, Extension— 

‘ah. Certificate proposed. Heavy Com- 

odities, between points in South Dakota, 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
ints in Utah, O., and Pa., over irreg- 
r routes. 


Yennessee (Limestone) — MC-116409, 
Sub. 2, Bulk Carriers, Inc., Common Car- 
rier. Denial of certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, spodumene ore, in bulk, 
from Kings Mountain, N.C., to Sunbright, 
Va., serving points within five miles of 
each. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—MC-113495, 
Sub. 3, Gregory Heavy Haulers, Inc., 
Extension—Pipe and Fittings. Certif- 
icate proposed. Cast iron pressure and 
pipe fittings, and installation and main- 
tenance materials and accessories used 
therewith, from Lynchburg and Radford, 
Va., to points in Ill., Wis., Mich., and Ind. 
except in a specified part of Indiana, 
over irregular routes. 

Texas (Amarillo) —-MC-105265, Sub. 35, 
Denver-Amarillo Red Ball Motor Freight, 
Inc., Extension—Hartley-Dumas, Tex. 
Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Hartley, 
Tex., and junction U.S. Highway 87 and 
Texas Highway 354, at a point south of 
Dumas, Tex., over U.S. Highway 87, 
serving intermediate points, with the 
condition that authority to transport 
dangerous explosives be limited to a 
period expiring five years from the 
effective date of the certificate. 

Texas (Dallas)—MC-108207, Sub. 52, 
Frozen Food Express, Extension—Frank- 
fort, Mich. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, frozen pies, and frozen 
fruits and vegetables, from Frankfort, 
Mich., to points in Kan., and Neb. over 
irregular routes. 

Texas (Dallas)—MC-41432, Sub. 74, 
East Texas Motor Freight Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Troup-San Antonio, Tex. 
Certificate proposed. General .Com- 
modities with exceptions, (1) between 
Troup and Jacksonville, Tex., and (2) 
between Jacksonville and San Antonio, 
Tex., over regular routes, serving no in- 
termediate points, as alternate routes in 
connection with regular route operations. 

Utah (Salt Lake City)—-MC-89684, Sub. 
17, Wycoff Co., Inc., Extension—Hyde 
Park. Certificate proposed. Bull semen, 
cut flowers, and other specified com- 


mea Zaceeen 


A“ 


modities, (1) between Salt Lake City and 
certain point in Idaho. 

Virginia (Lynchburg) — MC-908, Sub. 
31, Falwell Fast Freight, Inc., Extension— 
York County, Va., embracing MC-30887, 
Sub. 69, Shipley Transfer, Inc., Same; 
MC-102616, Sub. 630, Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc., Same; MC-104347, Sub. 121, Leaman 
Transportation, Corp., Same; MC-106965, 
Sub. 93, M. I. O’Boyle & Son, Inc., 
Same; MC-1-7403, Sub. 227, E. Brooke 
Matlack, Inc., Same; MC-107544, Sub. 29, 
Lemmon ‘Transport Co., Inc., Same; 
MC-110698, Sub. 85, Miller Motor Line 
of North Carolina, Inc., Same; and 
MC-113336, Sub. 10, Petroleum Transit 
Co., Inc., Same. Certificates proposed in 
all except MC-110698, Sub. 85. Petroleum 
Products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in York County, Va., to points in 
Del., Md., N.C., W.Va., and the District 
of Columbia. 

Virginia (Norfolk) —MC-94265, Sub. 57, 
Bonney Motor Express, Inc., Extension 
—Packinghouse Products. Certificate 
proposed. Meat, meat products and meat 
by-products, dairy products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, (1) 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Norfolk and 
Richmond, Va.; (2) from St. Joseph, Mo., 
to Norfolk, and (3) from Albert Lea, 
Minn., to all points in Virginia, except 
Smithfield, over irregular routes. 


Washington (Clarkston)—MC-107311, 
Sub. 12, Louis Alley, Extension— Oregon. 
Certificate proposed. Building materials 
and heavy construction machinery, be- 
tween Lewiston, Ida., and points in Uma- 
tilla, Union, Wallowa, and Baker coun- 
ties, Ore., and in 12 counties in Montana, 
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over irregular routes, 
tacking’ restriction. 
Wisconsin (Milwaukee)—MC-116414, 
Sub. 1, William G. McCrossen, dba Mc- 
Crossen Cartage Co., Common Carrier. 
Certificate proposed. Tanner’s offal and 
hide shavings, from Milwaukee, Wis., to 
Chicago, Ill., over irregular routes. 


Wisconsin (Sha wano)—MC-116515, 
Kenneth G. Abert and Madeline W. 
Abert, Contract Carrier, Permit pro- 
posed. Lumber, pallets and millwork, 
from Neopit, Wis., to points in Minn., 
Ill, and the upper peninsula of Michi- 
gan, within 350 miles of Neopit, over 
irregular routes. 


Wyoming (New Castle)—MC-116495, 
John A Gammel, dba Black Hills Trailer 
Towing, Common Carrier. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
house trailers, in towaway, between points 
in Weston, Niobrara, and Crook counties, 
Wyo.; Fall River, Custer, Lawrence, 
Butte and Harding counties, S.D.; Bow- 
man and Slope counties, N.D., and Fallon, 
Carter and Powder River counties, Mont. 

Wyoming (Rock Springs)—-MC-106887, 
Sub. 8, A. D. Ray Trucking, Extension— 
Heavy Machinery. Certificate proposed. 
Over irergular routes, heavy machinery 
and contractors’ equipment, materials 
and supplies, other than cement, between 
points in Sweetwater County, Wyo., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Daggett County, Utah. 


subject to ‘no 


Briefs 


Motor Carriers, Railroads 
Defend Liability Limitation 


Rules as Lawful, Necessary 


Railroad and motor carrier pro- 
ponents of proposed rules limiting 
their liability to $3 a pound for loss 
and damage to articles, have filed 
briefs in support of their rules, while 
briefs in opposition to the proposed 
rules have been filed by several 
protestants. 


The rules proposed by the carriers are 
before the Commission in Ex Parte MC- 
49, Released Rate Rules—National Motor 
Freight Classification, and Ex Parte No. 
197, Consolidated Freight Classification 
and Uniform Freight Classification. 


The motor carriers originally asked the 
Commission to approve a general re- 
leased value rule which would limit their 
liability to $3 a pound unless a higher 
value was declared on the bill of 
lading, in which event a charge of 
10 cents would be made for each $100 
of value above $3 a pound. However, the 
rule was revised so as to provide that 
the liability would extend to $3 a pound 
or $150 per package, whichever was 
greater, subject to a maximum of $100,- 
000 per shipment. 


The railroads modified their original 


rule limiting their liability to $3 a pound ° 


unless a higher value was declared on 
the bill of lading, in which case a charge 
of 10 cents would be made for each $100 


or fraction of value above $3 a pound, to 
make the proposal subject to a maximum 
of $200,000 per shipment except where 
more than one freight car was used, for 
other than carrier’s convenience, in which 
case the maximum would apply to each 
car and to the lading thereof individ- 
ually. 


Views of Motor Carriers 


The motor carriers said that the 
principal purpose of the proposal was not 
revenue but “knowledge”—knowledge as 
to the value of some commodities which 
was peculiar with the shipper and which 
the carrier desired or, in lieu thereof, 
protection. 


“This case calls for a weighing of the 
equities,” the motor carriers said. “The 
shippers are the only ones with the 
knowledge needed by the _ carriers. 
Should they be allowed to refuse the 
carriers information peculiarily within 
their knowledge and at the same time 
require the carriers to assume the un- 
known risk? Does not fairness require 
either a disclosure and compensation for 
extraordinary risks or in the alternative 
a relieving of the carrier of the extraor- 
dinary risk? We submit that the answer 
is self evident.” 


Views of Railroads 


The railroads said that under existing 
competitive conditions it would be im- 
possible for traffic officers to break down 
recognized commodity groupings so as to 
provide different rates on different ar- 
ticles, depending upon their relative 
values per pound. 


“It would require a corps of scientific 





68 


| ICC NEWS 


trade experts to develop such data con- 
tinually,” they said. “With the rapid 
strides in scientific and engineering proj- 
ects, tariff makers simply cannot keep 
current. 

“Thus a general rule in the classifica- 
tion to which all tariffs would refer is 
the only practical and reasonable way to 
protect the railroads. Moreover, from a 
practical and competitive standpoint, it 
is better to have a rule which specifically 
names the flat amount of the additional 
charges in cents per $100 of valuation 
rather than to have an additional charge 
made with reference to a percentage of 
class rate. As proposed, the additional 
charge would be constant for all shippers 
of goods of the same value, irrespective of 
the distance moved.” 


Denial Asked by Shippers 


In a joint brief, the National Small 
Shipments Traffic Conference and the 
Eastern Industrial Traffic League, said 
that a lack of evidence by the respond- 
ents on the one hand, and the extensive 
evidence adduced by shippers, on the 
other, that the proposed rates and rules 
would subject them to irreparable in- 
jury, clearly required that the applica- 
tions be denied. 

The National Electrical Manufacturers 
Association said that it was not equitable 
to require a shipper to pay an additional 
cost where the likelihood of loss or dam- 
age in transit was negligible “simply 
because in respect to a different product 
the facts might be the opposite.” 

The National Industrial Traffic League 
said that the applicants had fundament- 
ally failed to sustain the burden of justi- 
fying their proposals. 

“And this is not to say that the League 
or the shippers should come forward 
with helpful or alternative suggestions 
to avoid the charge of being merely ob- 
structive,” the League said. “The duty 
of conceiving, designing and making just 
and reasonable rates, rules and regula- 
tions is not a shipper duty, it is a duty of 
the carriers. 


“They fail in that duty when they 
present ill considered, sweeping rules 
which appear on their face to be a 
mere abandonment of the problem and 
abdication of their function as tariff 
publishers. They cannot and should not 
be permitted to transfer to the shoulders 
of the Commission or of the public the 
task of devising just and acceptable 
regulations and practices. The applica- 
tions should be denied.” 


Other Interests 


The General Services Administration 
said that it was clear that this case did 
not involve any proposal for the estab- 
lishment and publication of “rates vary- 
ing with value” of the commodities 
transported. Therefore, it said, the pro- 
posals did not come within the scope of 
section 20(31) of the interstate com- 
merce act and the proceedings should 
be dismissed for failure to comply with 
the “only legal authorization by which 
the carriers can limit their liabilities 
for loss and damage to shipments.” 

The Anti-Friction Bearing Manufac- 
turers Association said that the “per- 
nicious evil of the carriers’ proposals 
here is that they would in effect make 
wholesale revisions in the rate structure 
and in far-reaching rate relationships 
without any discriminating evaluation 
of the transportation characteristics of 
each traffic or situation affected. 

“Since just and sound transport rela- 
tionships must be predicated on such 
transportation characteristics or be de- 
stroyed,” the association said, “any gen- 
eral proposal, whether by carrier or ship- 
per or anyone else, which as here would 
bypass the discriminating consideration 
of transportation characteristics of every 
affected traffic, is unjust, contrary to the 

ery heart of the national transporta- 
10n policy and cannot be tolerated.” 


The Los Angeles Chamber of Com- 
merce contended that the applications 
should be disapproved by the Commis- 
sion “without prejudice to the filing by 
applicants of such specific released rates 
applications on such specifically named 
commodities as applicants may believe 
should move under released value rates 
or ratings.” 


Hearings 


Initial Hearing on Passenger Deficit 
Closed After 3'/2 Days of Rail Testimony 


Examiner Announces Further Hearing July 23 in Connection With I.C.C. 
Rule-Making Case on Separation of Freight and Passenger Expenses. 
Discussion of Separation Formulas Set for September 23. 


Three and one-half days of initial 
hearings on the railroad passenger 
deficit problem were closed at the 
Commission in Washington, D.C., at 
noon on June 21 by Examiner George 
B. Vandiver, who announced an 
adjournment to July 23 for further 
hearing in Washington (T.W., June 
22, pp. 21 and 27). 


At the initial hearing, in the Com- 
mission’s investigation, No. 31954, Rail- 


road Passenger Train Deficit, which be- 
gan June 18, Examiner Vandiver received 
the testimony of railroad passenger 
officials submitted in the form of veri- 
fied statements and heard cross-exami- 
nation. The testimony generally was with 
respect to items 7, 8 and 15 on the 
investigation agenda of 15 items, with 
one witness testifying on item 12. 

Item 7 relates to the effect of suburban 
development and the private automobile 
on the passenger deficit; item 8 to studies 
of political and economic forces exerted 
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on the railroads to maintain commu‘a- 
tion service and of the public obligation 
with respect to that service; item 12 to 
carrier experience in discontinuing tra‘ns 
and abandonment of lines, stations, and 
agencies, and item 15 to railroad «c- 
complishments and plans for improv ng 
passenger service and equipment. 

The July 23 hearing, the examiner 
said, would be for receipt of the reme in- 
ing evidence on item 12 and would be 
held in conjunction with a hearing as- 
signed in the rule-making proceeding, 
No. 32141, Separation of Operating  <x- 
penses Between Freight and Passenzer 
Services (T.W., April 13, p. 68). The pur- 
pose of the latter proceeding, the Ccom- 
mission had said, was to bring abou‘ a 
“more equitable and informative” separa- 
tion of costs between freight and pas- 
senger services, a subject also on the 
agenda of the instant case No. 31954. 


Item 1 of the agenda in No. 31954 in- 
voives historical development of the Cc.m- 
mission’s present rules governing separa- 
tion of Operating expenses between the 
two services. Also to be included are 
allocation of common expenses re- 
quired by such rules and the question 
as to whether, and in what manner 
and to what extent, the rules should be 
changed. 


September Hearing on Formulas 


A further hearing would be held in 
Washington beginning September 23, at 
which would be considered the question 
of formulas for separation of freight and 
passenger expenses, the examiner said. 
Ths would include discussion of “For- 
mula G,” proposed last year by the 
I.C.C.’s cost section, and a formula and a 
cost study on which it was to be based, 
proposed to be introduced by the rail- 
roads. There would also be cross-exami- 
nation. The material to be submitted 
in the form of verified statements would 
be circulated among the parties to the 
proceeding 20 days in advance of the 
September hearing, the examiner said. 


Evidence to be offered on July 23 
would be in the form of verified state- 
ments already submitted to the parties 
for consideration, it was stated. 


The testimony at the initial hearing 
on item 15 was closed on June 19 and 
that on items 7 and 8 on June 21. 


Rail Counsel’s Statement 


At the close of the testimony on items 
7 and 8 concerning commuter service 
and its relation to the passenger deficit, 
William M. Moloney, general attorney 
of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, said, in summary, that several 
of the railroad witnesses had stated, on 
the question of commuter service, that 
given certain freedom of management 
to eliminate unprofitable services and 
make other changes, the passenger deficit 
of the railroads represented by those 
witnesses could be eliminated or sub- 
stantially reduced. 

Mr. Moloney said that a number of 
these witnesses also had indicated that 
they favored the idea that a substantial 
part of the financial burden of com- 
muter service could be borne by the 
users of the service or the communities 
directly benefited thereby. Some sug- 
gestions of ways to accomplish this had 
been advanced by witnesses, he said. 

The only evidence on this subject, he 
continued, was that submitted by the 
railroads or elicited from their repre- 
sentatives on cross-examination by coun- 
sel for the National Coal Associai\on 
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or the federal General Services Admin- 
is ration. 


State Commissions’ Experience 


Vir. Moloney said the state regulatory 
commissions in the states where com- 
miter service was operated had had 
loig experience in the regulation of 
cc nmutation problems. He said he be- 
li ved the I.C.C. would welcome having 
the benefit of their experience. He said 
h wanted to make it clear that the 
re lroads wanted the record to show 
a) helpful proposals with respect to the 
cc nmuter service. He reiterated that to 
d. -e the record contained only the ma- 
te ial used at the instant hearing. 

‘wo state commission members assisted 
th » I.C.C. examiner in presiding at the 
hi .rings. They were Commissioners Alan 
S Boyd, of the Florida Railroad and 
Pi blic Utilities Commission, and Ewald 
W. Lund, of the Minnesota Railroad and 
W irehouse Commission. 

fohn R. Turney, counsel for the Na- 
ti nal Coal Association, asserted that 
ths commutation deficit could not be 
di-orced from the over-all passenger 
de icit because “there is no separation.” 
A; art from that, he said, he agreed with 
M:. Moloney. 


Testimony on Commuter Service 


Additional rail witnesses testifying on 
items 7 and 8 at the June 20 session in- 
cluded; Hollis H. Coyle, assistant comp- 
troller of the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford; R. E. King, general passenger 
traffic manager of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific; Robert P. Smart, as- 
sistant general passenger agent of the 
Illinois Central; Julius J. Alms, general 
passenger traffic manager of the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy; Walter H. 
Dominick, passenger traffic manager of 
the Delaware, Lackawanna & Western; 
Stanley B. Hitchings, passenger traffic 
manager of the Boston & Maine; and 
P. K. Partee, general manager of the 
Staten Island Rapid Transit Railway. 

Those testifying on June 21 were: 
Richard S. Amis, vice-president in charge 
of traffic of the Chicago North Shore & 
Milwaukee; Robert M. Gilmore, assistant 
vice-president, system passenger traffic 
and public relations, of the Southern 
Pacific Co.; Harry Sengstacken, pas- 
senger traffic manager of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific; Rudolph 
N. Edman, chief statistician of the 
Milwaukee Road, and Thomas Good- 
fellow, president of the Long Island 
Railroad. 


as 


Private Auto Competition 


Mr. Coyle, of the New Haven, said in 
a verified statement that private auto- 
mobile competition unquestionably had 
been largely responsible for the New 
Haven’s handling of a smaller and 
smaller proportion of the total passenger 
travel. 

“This has combined with spiraling 
costs to cause the alarming increase in 
the New Haven’s passenger deficit which 
has occurred since the end of World 
War II,” he said. 

The New Haven’s proportion of pas- 
senger service revenues to total operat- 
ing revenues was larger than that of any 
major U.S. carrier except the Long Island 
Rail Road, he said. 

Mr. Coyle said that if suburban service 
Was essential to the public, and if the 
users could not pay the full cost, then the 
Service was no longer a business but a 
public service and the public must bear 
&@ Share of the burden. 

With respect to the Rock Island’s sub- 
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urban passenger operation extending 40 
miles between Chicago and Joliet, Ill., 
80 per cent of the traffic was in morning 
and evening rush hours when all of the 
suburban equipment was used, according 
to the road’s general passenger traffic 
manager, Mr. King. He added that only 
about 40 per cent of such equipment 
was used in the non-rush hour period 
and that it was “very lightly loaded.” He 
said that population growth along the 
Rock Island’s route had not resulted in 
an increase in suburban patronage. 

After reviewing such factors as com- 
petition of the private automobile and 
increased operating costs, Mr. King said 
that the area served by the Rock Island 
had not as yet been reached by super- 
highways made for mass transportation 
by automobile to and from the heart of 
the city and that the commuters were 
dependent primarily on the Rock Island 
for their service. 

He said it was obvious that the Rock 
Island could rot continue indefinitely 
to “subsidize” commutation service. The 
public, he said, should be willing to pay 
for this service as the alternative at 
present was primarily the use of the 
private automobile with an attendant 
need for additional expensive highways 
and parking facilities. 

“Even should our fares be increased 
very materially over their present level,” 
he said, “it would still afford transpor- 
tation at a greatly reduced, total cost to 
the public over alternative means.” 


Suburban Service Ranks Fourth 


The Illinois Central suburban service, 
involving 39 road-miles in the area of 
southern Chicago and its southern sub- 
urbs, ranked fourth in volume of patron- 
age among USS. railroads, according to 
Mr. Smart, the I.C.’s assistant general 
passenger agent. The suburban portion 
of the service, as distinguished from the 
urban portion, he said, had increased 
substantially in recent years because 
of “tremendous suburban development” 
south of Chicago. He said that decrease 
in urban use of the railroad’s facilities 
was attributable to the private automo- 
bile and city-owned bus lines. He also 
attributed over-all decrease in use of 
the I.C.’s suburban service to (1) in- 
creased employment of the private auto- 
mobile, (2) the fact that suburban 
development was primarily of a resi- 
dential type, (3) development of outlying 
shopping centers, and (4) widespread 
adoption of the five-day week. He said 
that private automobile competition also 
had its effect on through passenger serv- 
ice and particularly on the short-haul 
or so-called local train. 


Mr. Smart said that if the public de- 
sired the railroads to continue to perform 
essential commuter service, it was ob- 
ligated to pay the reasonable costs of 
performing such service and to aid the 
railroads in eliminating unneeded or 
nonessential service. 


Questioned by Mr. Turney, counsel for 
the coal industry, as to whether the I.C. 
had been “hampered by regulation,” Mr. 
Smart asserted, among other. things, that 
with complete freedom of action his 
railroad could maintain a compensatory 
suburban service. 


Employe Service Utilization 

The Burlington’s general passenger 
traffic manager, Mr. Alms, said his rail- 
road’s commuter service was confined 
mainly to transportation between Union 
Station in Chicago and the southwestern 
suburban areas. He said that by paying 
overtime to train and engine crews op- 
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erating in both morning and evening 
rush hours, the Burlington was able to 
utilize the services of 85 per cent of its 
train employes in both periods of peak 
loads. The commuter travel had been on 
the increase in the period 1946-1956, he 
said, and there had been no need for 
reductions in commutation service. 

A 100 per cent utilization of Burling- 
ton suburban equipment in the rush 
hours reflected a need for mass trans- 
portation between the southwest suburbs 
and downtown Chicago, he said. The 
railroad’s management believed, he con- 
tinued, that users of its commutation 
service were obligated to pay just and 
reasonable fares for the service provided. 

On cross-examination by Mr. Turney, 
the Burlington official said he believed 
it was possible to increase fares and at 
the same time keep the passenger deficit 
down by means of sales and service 
efforts. 

He said the Burlington had partici- 
pated in discussions of possible integra- 


tion of suburban services in the Chicago 
area. 


Eastern Commutation 


Returning to commutation situations 
in the east, rail counsel called to the 
stand the Lackawanna Railroad’s pas- 
senger traffic manager, Mr. Dominick. 
He said the great bulk of the railroad’s 
suburban traffic was between suburban 
New Jersey and New York City. 

Diversion of rail traffic to private auto- 
mobiles and to common carrier buses 
had been stimulated, he said, by construc- 
tion and operation of such facilities of 
the Port of New York Authority as the 
Holland Tunnel, the George Washington 
Bridge, the two Lincoln tunnels, and a 
huge bus terminal near the New York 
entrance to the Lincoln tunnels, the 
diversion having been accelerated by 
completion of the New Jersey Turnpike, 
the Garden State Parkway, and certain 
connecting highways. 


“This situation is continuing with the 
almost completed plans for adding a 
lower deck to the George Washington 
Bridge,” he said. “All of these multi- 
million dollar facilities are tax free and 


offer substantial encouragement to motor 
traffic.” 


In spite of all efforts by the Lacka- 
wanna to retain its passenger traffic in 
the suburban areas, Mr. Dominick said, 
the “diverting factors,” mainly the pri- 
vate automobile, had caused a general de- 
cline in the road’s passenger traffic, spe- 
cially in the non-rush hour period. He 
added that “most of the cream, that is, 
non-rush hour traffic,” had been lost, and 
that the Lackawanna had been left with 


the “skim milk, that is, the commuter 
traffic.” 


“Our experience in seeking commuta- 
tion fare increases is that, generally, the 
commuters themslves have not opposed 
them,” he said. “Our chief difficulty has 
been the delays incident to obtaining 
intrastate commutation fare increases 
in New Jersey.” 


He said the Lackawanna’s experiences 
before the New Jersey Board of Public 
Utility Commissioners in train discon- 
tinuance cases had been “frustrating 
and disappointing.” 

Mr. Dominick described as a “glaring 
example of unwarranted political med- 
dling” in New Jersey -railroad service 
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cases the passage of the Forbes resolu- 
tion by the state senate and assembly. 
The resolution set forth as the declared 
policy of the legislature for the guidance 
of all state departments concerned, he 
said, that the public interest of the state 
required that there be no further aban- 
donment or curtailment of passenger 
rail service in New Jersey pending pre- 
sentation of the final report of the New 
York-New Jersey Metropolitan Rapid 
Transit Commission to the governor and 
legislators of New York and New Jersey. 
He said the resolution “completely 
ignores the economic status of the New 
Jersey railroads.” : 

Asked by Mr. Turney if he agreed that 
either users of commutation service or 
the communities involved should pay for 
the service, Mr. Dominick said: “That’s 
right, assuming we cannot provide a 
service that will stand on its own feet.” 

The Boston & Maine’s suburban service 
provides primarily a rush-hour service 
to Boston in the morning and from 
Boston in the evening with a lesser 
amount of midday service in each di- 
rection, according to Mr. Hitchings, the 
railroad’s passenger traffic manager. He 
said the Boston commuter traffic required 
normal use of 87 self-propelled Budd 
cars and 88 conventional coaches in each 
rush-hour period. The suburban terri- 
tory served was generally residential in 
character with some light industry, he 
said. 

Mr. Hitchings offered an exhibit which 
showed, he said, that the convenience 
of the private automobile, as operated 
on the new highway system, had a de- 


teriorating effect on rail transportation. 


‘Drying Up’ Long-Haul Service 

“The result of this,” he continued, “has 
been practically to dry up Boston & 
Maine’s long-haul passenger service, if 
it could ever be so termed, and to leave 
only the commutation or suburban 
service.” 

In describing difficulties of operation, 
he said that suburban trains dispatched 
from Boston in the evening, if not re- 
turned in revenue service, must be put 
up overnight at outlying terminals or 
deadheaded back to Boston, and that, 
similarly, inbound trains must have a 
prior deadhead move if not “stabled” 
overnight at the outside terminal. 


“The impact of this is obvious,” he 
continued. “It means that we must 
maintain terminal forces and facilities 
out in Boston’s ‘bedroom’; that we must 
run thousands of non-revenue miles; 
that we must pay penalty rates for crews 
whose day is long because of branch-line 
operation. 

“The effect of this on costs must be 
apparent. Everyone is aware that costs 
have risen, but perhaps as dramatic a 
showing as any is the rise in our largest 
cost element—wages.” 


He said a recent study of the B. & M.’s 
passenger service in Massachusetts 
showed that “we spend $1.85 in order to 
take in a dollar of revenue.” He said 
that his railroad, by circumstance com- 
pelled to be almost wholly a suburban- 
commutation carrier, had tried in every 
way it knew to narrow the spread between 
the revenues and costs and, by appro- 
priate discontinuance proceedings, to get 
rid of little used service, but that the 
“fight is perpetually uphill.” 

“The legislature of Massachusetts has 


now. enacted a -bili-which makes.it im- 


possible to effect changes in schedule at: 


the changes of time without public hear- 
ings,” he said. “Every train-off hearing 
these days is attended by politicians and 
members of the brotherhoods in protest- 
ing the cutback, with train riders also 
appearing in opposition. Every rate case 
has become a carnival of oratory.” 

The Staten Island Rapid Transit Rail- 
way Co. was described by its general 
manager, Mr. Partee, as a common car- 
rier of passengers in intrastate commerce 
on Staten Island, comprising the Bor- 
ough of Richmond, New York City, and 
as an interstate and intrastate carrier of 
freight. It operated about five miles of 
line in New Jersey, he said. 

The lines of the S.1.R.T. were paral- 
leled by numerous highways used by 
private automobiles and motor buses, he 
said. 

As a result of a sharp decline in pas- 
senger traffic, he said, S.1.R.T., in Sep- 
tember, 1948, discontinued about half of 
its approximately 500 passenger trains. 

Because of large operating losses re- 
sulting from passenger service, he said, 
S.ILR.T. petitioned the New York Public 
Service Commission in June 1952, for 
authority to discontinue all intrastate 
passenger service. After lengthy hear- 
ings, he said, the railroad was authorized 
to drop passenger operations on _ its 
north shore and east shore lines, but was 
required to continue service between St. 
George and Tottenville over the Perth 
Amboy line. Mr. Partee said that not- 
withstanding this partial discontinuance, 
the annual loss from passenger opera- 
tions continued at more than a million 
dollars a year. 


City Aids Railroad 


He said that following enactment of 
enabling legislation in 1956, an arrange- 
ment had been made between the railway 
and the City of New York whereby the 
city leased the Tottenville-St. George line 
for passenger service, with the S.1.R.T. 
reserving the right to continue freight 
operations. The railway agreed to per- 
form the passenger service on the line 
for the city, he said. 

The substance of the arrangement, 
he said, was that the railway continued 
to operate the Tottenville-St. George pas- 
senger line, and the city made a con- 
tribution toward the deficit of the pas- 
senger operation by reimbursing S.I.R.T. 
for local taxes and certain other charges 
paid by the railway. 

“While this contribution is helpful,” 
he continued, “it is apparent that with 
a passenger deficit of over a million 
dollars a year, amounting in 1956 to 
$1,375,358, the passenger deficit of the 
S.I.R.T. will not be eliminated. The basic 
burden of providing local transit service 
for the residents of Staten Island has 
not been removed from the shoulders of 
the S.I.R.T. and its parent, the Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co.” 


He said he was pleased that the city 
had recognized “some responsibility” in 
connection with the railroad’s passenger 
problem, and that it was now. making 
a contribution that would partially help 
the railroad’s passenger deficit situation. 


Chicago North Shore Service 


The first witness on the last day of 
hearing, June 21, was Richard S. Amis, 
vice-president in charge of traffic of the 
Chicago North Shore & Milwaukee, an 
electrically operated railroad between 
Chicago and Milwaukee, with a branch 
line to Mundelein, Ill. He said the 
North Shore derived approximately 78 
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per cent of.its eperating revenues fri m 
transporting passengers, the remainc er 
accruing from freight traffic. 

A large portion of the North Sho: >’s 
passenger traffic was daily commu er 
travel to and from the terminal cities in 
the morning and evening peak ho? rs, 
mainly from and to Chicago, he s: id, 
The peak-hour travel was increasing »n- 
nually, he added. 

“Inasmuch as the interval between he 
end of the morning rush-hour ser’ ice 
and the beginning of the evening ru :;:h- 
hour service is 7% hours and a tou: of 
duty is 8 hours work completed withii a 
12-hour spread, only 11 per cent of ‘he 
number of train-service employes v sed 
to operate the passenger service can be 
used for any part of both the morr ing 
and evening rush periods within ne 
tour of duty,” he said. 

“Actually, in order to have enough 
personnel to crew trains and at the seme 
time provide train service employes with 
enough work to retain them, it is neves- 
sary to use an additional 27 per ceni of 
them in some part of both the morning 
and evening rush periods, in addition: to 
their tour of duty and at a penalty rate. 

“One hundred: per cent of the total 
equipment owned is now being used cur- 
ing the rush hour, and approximately 
20 per cent of the total equipment is used 
during the non-rush hours.” 

Mr. Amis said that although the North 
Shore’s commutation traffic had been 
“progressively increasing,” the through 
traffic and non-rush hour traffic had 
been declining, mainly because of the 
increased use of the private automobile. 
The latter development had created an 
unusual demand for parking facilities, 
particularly at suburban stations, he 
said. 


The private automobile, however, he 
said, made possible the transfer to the 
present “Skokie Valley” route of a con- 
siderable portion of suburban commuter 
traffic that had been transported on the 
now abandoned “Shore Line” route be- 
tween Chicago and Waukegan, IIl. 


In a discussion of fares, the North 
Shore official said the railroad was of 
the definite opinion that both basic and 
commutation fares in the territory it 
served must be increased substantially. 


“I would go so far, even, as to suggest 
that the time may not be far distant 
when commutation fares at reduced 
prices may have to be eliminated en- 
tirely,” Mr. Amis continued. “Specifically 
we believe that the basic fares between 
Chicago and Milwaukee on our line and 
on our competitors’ lines are presently 
too low, and should be increased pro- 
gressively with the progressively in- 
creased costs, to the extent that not 
only our railroad but other railroads, as 
well, could operate passenger service on 
a profitable basis.” 


Milwaukee Road 


The Milwaukee Road provided com- 
mutation service in the Chicago area over 
two portions of its main lines, between 
Chicago and Walworth, Wis., 73.5 miles, 
and between Chicago and Elgin, IIl., 368 
miles, according to the railroad’s pas- 
senger traffic manager, Mr. Sengstacken. 
He said the history of the road’s com- 
mutation fares indicated in genera] that 
they had not adequately met operating 
costs. 

“We feel,” he said, “that the commu- 
tation system maintained by the Mil\au- 
kee Road has played a vital role im the 
growth of the Chicago area by prov: iing 
mass transportation during the mor ing 
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and evening rush hours for thousands of 
persons who are employed in the city but 
r-side in its environs. 

“There is no question but that the 

naintenance of this service has had 
nuch to do with increasing property 
vy luations in the suburban areas and 
yw2 strongly feel that the inhabitants re- 
s ling therein have a moral obligation 
ti support the transportation system by 
p tronizing it in a consistent manner 
a just and reasonable fares instead of 
n erely regarding it as a standby service 
t' be used when it is impossible or in- 
c avenient to avail themselves of other 
n odes of travel.” 
The railroad’s chief statistician, Mr. 
man, was called to the stand to iden- 
y statistical presentations in an ex- 
ait. 

Long Island President Testifies 


rhe president of the Long Island Rail 
R ad, Mr. Goodfellow, said it was self- 
e\ident from the history of that carrier 
that “private ownership can work and 
p 
a 
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»vide the services required if it is given 
» opportunity to do so.” 

The Long Island’s five-year period of 
reorganization, he said was only a hold- 
inz operation designed to preserve the 
st:tus quo while an opportunity was af- 
focded to seek some kind of permanent 
relief for the difficulties into which the 
railroad’s physical plant and financial 
structure had fallen. He told of various 
proposals offered and of “how close was 
the margin by which the railroad finally 
escaped public operation, ownership and 
control.” 

“The solution finally adopted,” he con- 
tinued, “was predicated.upon two major 
premises, first, that there must be perma- 
nent tax relief of a substantial character 
and, secondly, that the railroad must be 
permitted to earn a return sufficient ‘to 
pay its operating expenses and rehabili- 
tate its deteriorated plant, without the 
necessity for long delays at hearings be- 
fore the state regulatory body while the 
obvious need was being argued. 

“New York state’s railroad redevelop- 
ment law gives evidence that it will in- 
deed be the solution for this railroad’s 
problems. At any rate, this statute and 
the facilities it affords seem to me to 
point in the direction in which any solu- 
tion must lie, namely, there must be 
substantial tax relief and a recognition 
that the public’s transportation bill must 
be promptly paid by the consumers who 
receive the service.” 

The New York area residents, Mr. 
Goodfellow said, were approaching the 
realization that commuter service was a 
public service. He added that the over- 
all population of the island was “pretty 
well satisfied” with the present plan of 
operation of the railroad. 


Freight traffic contributed about 20 
per cent of the road’s total income, he 
Said, and added that this condition was 
“steady” and that he could not foresee 


any great improvement in freight rev- 
enue, 


Southern Pacific Operations 


The Southern Pacific Co. had a diffi- 
c lt problem in its passenger operations, 
“with traffic declining on the one hand 
and expenses rising on the other hand,” 
according to Mr. Gilmore, the railroad’s 
assistant vice-president. 

“Since the end of World War II,” he 
continued, “total intercity passenger 
traffic has, except for a brief period at 
the start of the Korean action, shown a 
progressive decline. On the other hand, 
Private automobile traffic has, with the 


on 
increase in automobile ownership, yearly 
increased its share, as has the airplane.” 

In addition to through services, he said, 
the railroad operated a suburban com- 
mutation service between San Fran- 
cisco and communities to and including 
San Jose, Calif., a distance of 47 miles, 
with a branch between California Ave- 
nue (Palo Alto) and Los Gatos, Calif,., 
a distance of 19 miles. 

Mr. Gilmore said there was general 
recognition and acceptance in the South- 
ern Pacific’s area of the need for mass 
transportation in morning and evening 
rush periods. He said engineering, finan- 
cial and organizational studies had been 
made, financed by the state legislature 
and the counties affected. 


‘Item 12’ Testimony 


Mr. Gilmore was also permitted to pre- 
sent his verified statement on item 12 
of the agenda of the proceeding relating 
to experience of the carriers in discon- 
tinuing trains and abandoning lines, sta- 
tions and agencies. He was the only wit- 
ness testifying on this subject at the 
instant hearing, the item having been 
designated for later consideration. 

He said that when it was indicated 
by the company’s monthly average earn- 
ings statement, that a passenger opera- 
tion was failing to meet out-of-pocket 
costs and when promotional efforts failed 
to result in improvement, consideration 
was given to some curtailment or to dis- 
continuance. 


“A special study is then made to arrive 
at the actual expenses incurred in the 
operation, the probable loss in passenger 
and head-end revenue through discon- 
tinuance and the added cost to remain- 
ing services for traffic transferred, in 
order to arrive at the net result of the 
proposed action,” he said. 


“When it is finally determined to file 
for discontinuance, representatives in the 
territory contact civic officials in the 
communities affected, chambers of com- 
merce, important residents and shippers 
along the route, newspapers and anyone 
concerned, advising the reason for the 
proposed action, that is, the substantial 
money loss on the service, lack of pa- 
tronage and frequent service of remain- 
ing carriers, either rail, air or motor and 
such other factors as may have a bear- 
ing.” 

Mr. Gilmore said that Southern Pacific 
experience had been that passenger train 
discontinuances and service curtailments 
generally involved lengthy public hear- 
ings before regulatory bodies with op- 
position mainly from rail brotherhoods. 


J. Frank Perrin, representing the Post- 
master General, brought out from the 
witness that the S.P. maintained “close 
working arrangements” with the Post 
Office Department in the matter of giv- 
ing notices of intention to withdraw 
trains carrying mail. 


L.C.C. Announcement 


The Commission later made public an 
announcement of the hearings set for 
July 23 and September 23 in Nos. 31954 
and 32141. At the July 23 hearing item 
1 of the agenda would be considered, it 
said. 


With respect to the rule-making pro- 
ceeding, No. 32141, the Commission said 
it was contemplated that on considera- 
tion of the data, views and argument 
submitted in response to the notice of 
division 2, dated April 5, and the evi- 
dence presented in the hearing, “such 
revision of the rules as may be found to 
be necessary and desirable will be de- 
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termined and issued as soon thereafter 
as practicable.” 


At the September 23 hearing, the Com- 
mission said, item 2 of the agenda would 
be considered. That item relates to a 
cost study to determine: what part of the 
passenger deficit is attributable to the 
various kinds of passenger-train service. 


“Because of difficulties encountered in 
efforts to obtain definite views as to a 
cost formula,” the Commission said, “it 
has been decided that progress of this 
phase of the investigation will be ex- 
pedited by submission at a regular hear- 
ing of evidence with respect to such 
formula. Accordingly, twenty days prior 
to the hearing on September 23 the re- 
spondent railroads will serve upon the 
parties listed in the appendix to the 
notice dated March 22, 1957, and any 
additional parties who enter appearances 
at the initial hearings scheduled in said 
notice for June 18, copies of their cost 
formula and cost determination obtained 
by application of such formula. Other 
parties should make like service of any 
formula they desire to present at the 
September 23 hearing.” 


Summary of Representations 


The Commission attached to its notice 
the following summary of data and views 
filed in connection with the earlier no- 
tice of rule-making in No. 32141, Separa- 
tion of Operating Expenses Between 
Freight and Passenger Services: 


Arthur Anderson & Co.—“The problem 
of distributing joint expenses so as to 
effect a separation between freight and 
passenger services is complex and be- 
cause of the difference in conditions ex- 
isting on different roads, the possibility 
of establishing inflexible rules which will 
accomplish the desired results is ques- 
tioned. It would be preferable for the 
Commission to establish a general basis 
to be followed but any railroad should 
be permitted to use other methods for 
separation of accounts or groups of ac- 
counts where, because of conditions ex- 
isting on the road, such methods would 
produce more equitable determination 
of costs.” 


City of Philadelphia, Department of 
Public Property—“Views coincide with 
those expressed by the National Associa- 
tion of Railroad and Utilities Commis- 
sioners, that unit costs must not be sys- 
tem averages, that only out-of-pocket 
costs can really be meaningful, and that 
all allocations beyond that point serve 
only for assisting in making general de- 
cisions and obscure the actual facts in a 
given case.” 

National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners—“There is no 
legal requirement that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission obtain a separa- 
tion of passenger and freight expenses 
or recognize different departments of op- 
erations for rate-making purposes. The 
separation of expenses has no purpose 
other than use in the development of 
purely statistical information which has 
resulted in misuse and misunderstanding 
of the passenger ‘deficit’. The Commis- 
sion shouid consider the justification for 
the separation rules and the need for 
their continuation. 


“Separations of expenses, taxes and 
rents between freight and passenger 
services are reported on the basis of fully 
distributed costs and no consideration 
is given to the economic cost to provide 





72 


| ICC NEWS. 


such service. This means that the re- 
sulting costs are not realistic because 
they include items that could not be 
eliminated in the event of the disposal 
of either service. The Commission should 
revise its rules to provide for the separ- 
ation based on the economic cost of 
furnishing passenger service. 


“A task force consisting of repre- 
sentatives of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, the railroads, and the state 
commissioners should be organized to 
study all phases of the present rules and 
propose modifications to be considered 
by all concerned. A limited number of 
railroads should be selected for study 
and ground checks and other reviews 
should be included which would produce 
facts and determine the carriers’ com- 
pliance with the rules.” 


Association of American Railroads— 
“The rules are continuously under re- 
view by the railroads and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and are revised 
from time to time to comprehend ac- 
counting and other changes. 


“The existing rules produce substan- 
tially accurate results for the purpose 
of determining the expenses of actually 
performing services but they are not 
designed to and do not determine the 
costs which would be avoided if passenger 
train service were discontinued. 


“In some instances, the wording of 
the present separation rules is so broad 
that there is room for different interpre- 
tations and practices, particularly in 
connection with the solely related ex- 
penses. Where experience has shown 
that carriers have not been following 
uniform practices in treating expenses as 
either ‘solely related’ or ‘common’ the 
Commission, after all interested parties 
have had opportunity to present their 
views and comments in the particular 
language proposed, should issue specific 
interpretations of its rules to secure uni- 
form application. This recommendation 
calls for a complete and detailed review 
of all of the rules. It is not thought 
that the proposed amplifications and 
greater detail in the rules would lead 
to any substantial change in the over-all 
results obtained by amplification of the 
present rules but it would facilitate and 
improve the usefulness of the separation 
to all who use the data.” 


General Services Administration— 
“The comments submitted are for the 
purpose of providing the Commission 
with information which may be helpful 
in evaluating the rules for separating 
expenses between freight and passenger 
services and the effects of such rules 
on the charges to freight and passenger 
services. Analyses have been made of 
the various groups of accounts to show 
the proportion each group is of the gen- 
eral account, the proportion common ex- 
pense is of the total expenses of the 
group and the proportion common ex- 
pense of each service is of the total 
expense of that service. 

“In a number of instances, the an- 
alyses indicate that the present rules 
are sound and produce accurate appor- 
tionment of the expenses. In connection 
with a number of the other groups of 
accounts, however, the results indicate 
that the rules should be modified or 
that special tests or studies should be 
made to determine the proper method 


of making assignments or apportion- 
ments. 


“The discussion is predicated on the 
assignment of common expenses. to 
freight and passenger services on a sta- 
tistical basis and is not intended to af- 
fect the amounts which would be elimi- 
nated if either service were discon- 
tinued. It is believed that if proper 
statistical apportionments of the com- 
mon expenses are followed that reason- 
ably accurate amounts chargeable to 
the two services will be produced and 
that the statistical basis of apportion- 
ing permits a more uniform reporting 
of data than would be possible if such 
apportionment were based on the avoid- 
able expense basis. It is recommended 
that the statistical basis for segregating 
expenses be continued for the purpose 
of the annual reports filed with the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 


“The comments also include a sug- 
gestion that the Commission obtain by 
questionnaire from the railroads data 
as to the following broad questions aris- 
ing from the notes shown at the end 
of the separation rules. 


“(1) To what extent has relief been 
granted on account of ‘undue burden or 
increase in accounting expenses’ because 
of compliance with the Commission’s 
rules or parts thereof? 


“(2) To what extent has permission 
been granted by the Commission to de- 
velop ‘good or better’ methods or pro- 
cedures other than those prescribed by 
the Commission’s rules? 


“(3) What is the nature of such meth- 
ods and procedures used by the carriers 
which are as ‘good or better’ than those 
prescribed by the Commission’s rules, if 
any? 

“(4) What studies have been made by 
railroads as to the amounts that could be 
eliminated if passenger service were dis- 
continued?” 

Post Office Department—‘The depart- 
ment is interested in the proceeding be- 
cause of the impact the allocation of ex- 
penses to passenger train service can 
have on the transportation of mail in 
passenger train head-end service. 


“The objective of an accounting sys- 
tem has been very aptly stated by the 
Supreme Court in Kansas City So. Ry. 
v. United States, 231 U.S. 423, at p. 440, 
wherein it was stated that: “The very 
object of a system of accounts is to dis- 
play the pertinent financial operations 
of the company and throw light upon its 
present condition. If they are to truly 
do this the form must correspond with 
the substance.’ The growth and size of 
the passenger train deficit supports the 
contention that the present rules govern- 
ing the separation of freight and pas- 
senger expenses produce some untoward 
results. Thus, the accounting system of 
the railroads, due to the application of 
the present separation rules, does not 
comport to the above standard. 


“The difficulty with the present rules of 
separation of expenses stems from two 
causes. First, there appears to be little 
or no uniformity in interpretation or 
application in the basic separation be- 
tween ‘solely related’ and ‘common’ ex- 
penses. Comparison of the expenses of 
individual railroads clearly demonstrates 
this condition. This lack of uniformity 
causes a serious distortion of the ac- 
counting results when applied separately 
to freight and passenger service. Second, 
common expenses are those jointly or 
indirectly incurred in producing the rail- 
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road transportation service as a whcle, 
The present rules, by allocating common 
expenses through the use of a fixed 
formula, tend to obscure this basic 
economic fact. The separation of com- 
mon expenses must reflect the econo:nic 
circumstances under which they are to 
be considered. Thus, when conside: ‘ng 
the discontinuance of a train or a sevy- 
ice, the disposition of common facili: ies 
may be decisive in allocating common ex- 
penses, while in the consideration of the 
reasonableness of the rate or charg., q 
different appraisal must be made. Tr ese 
different purposes only emphasize «he 
importance of a logical and reason: ble 
allocation of common expenses unen- 
owes by rigid and unrealistic stand- 
ards. 


“Accordingly, the department sugg:sts 
the following considerations in the re- 
view of existing rules. 

“That the Commission conduct a 
thorough and extensive review and analy- 
sis of the present rules and determine the 
extent to which there has been a failure 
to interpret the separation rules uni- 
formly and also a failure to report uni- 
formly and accurately. 

“Based on this study of the carrier ap- 
plication of the present rules, that the 
Commission prescribe specific rules and 
provide for uniform compliance for the 
separation of railroad expenses, ‘to: (a) 
solely related or directly assignable to 
passenger service, (b) solely related or 
directly assignable to freight service, and 
(c) expense common to both freight and 
passenger service or to the railroad 
transportation service as a whole. 

“The department is opposed to the 
allocation of common expenses to freight 
and passenger service by any fixed for- 
mula, but favors the collection and re- 
porting of statistics relating to common 
facilities, equipment or operation.” 


Northerly Port Interests 
Present Testimony in 


Rate Equalization Case 


The imminent completion of the 
St. Lawrence seaway was one of the 
factors which influenced the decision 
of railroads serving the so-called 
north Atlantic ports to attempt to 
equalize import-export rates from 
and to those ports with those appli- 
cable via ports south of New York, 
according to Arthur E. Baylis, vice- 
president, freight sales and service, 
of the New York Central Railroad. 


Mr. Baylis made this declaration in a 
verified statement filed on behalf of the 
New York Central and eight other rail- 
roads serving New York City and ports 
north thereof in I. and S. No. 6615. Equal- 
ization of Rates at North Atlantic Ports. 

The proceeding resulted when the 
northerly railroads—those serving the 
ports of New York City and others 
northward of New York City—published 
export and import rates on a parity with 
the ports south of New York City. The 
railroads serving the latter ports pub- 
lished schedules restoring the differen- 
tials. Both adjustments were suspended. 
Generally, the differential is three cents 
a 100 pounds, but it is greater on imports 
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of first and second class, and less on 
grain and flour. 

“The Commission properly exercised 
its power of suspension as against the 
oposed rates of the lines serving Phila- 
lphia, Baltimore & Hampton Roads,” 
r. Baylis said. “The proposed rates of 
| e carriers serving New York and north 
e the proper expression of those roads’ 
ht to compete, and the rates pro- 
sed, as will be demonstrated, are not 
reasonably low so as to require the 


ji tervention of the Commission on that 
sc ore. 
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‘Competing’ Proposal ‘Unjustified’ 

The concurrent proposal of the com- 
p ting lines was, however, a capricious 
a! d unjustifiable act of the type leading 
tc a useless and unnecessary rate war. 
T .e Commission should lift its deterring 
h nd from the proposed rates of the 
re\lroads seeking equalization and per- 
mt the lawful exercise of their right 
tc meet their competition. 

Mr. Baylis said that the “outmoded” 
di ferential was causing the port of New 
Y rk, ports to the north of it, and the 
ra lroads serving those ports to lose their 
re pective positions with respect to the 
to al volume of import and export ton- 
ne ge. 

The necessity for a more competitive 
pi cing policy on freight traffic is appar- 
en’,” he said. 

tegarding the St. Lawrence Seaway, 
Mr. Baylis said that the threat of di- 
version of the traffic potential in the 
afiected territory to the seaway made it 
all the more imperative that the rail- 
roads serving the northern tier of, the 
north Atlantic ports at least be on a 
basis Of equality with the railroads 
serving the southern tier of north Atlan- 


tic ports in competition for that avail- 
able traffic. 






























































































































































‘Threatened Diversions’ 


“It has been estimated that the St. 
Lawrence route may be a challenge to 
approximately one-half of the current 
grain export volume through the Atlan- 
tic coast ports,” Mr. Baylis said. “This 
and other threatened diversions will 
require the best efforts of all of the 
railroads serving the north Atlantic ports 
to take measures which will permit their 
staying competitive for the remaining 
available traffic and the generation of 
new traffic to replace that diversion. If 
the railroads in this north Atlantic 
group are not permitted to be competi- 
tive between themselves, the problems in- 
volved in maintaining a competitive posi- 
tion against the seaway becomes all the 
more of a dilemma.” 


Additional Statements 


Additional statements were submitted 
by Robert F. Wagner, mayor of the City 
of New York, and Vincent A. G. O’Con- 
nor, Commissioner of Marine and Avia- 
tion of the City of New York. 


Mr. Wagner said that despite “huge 
expenditures” made by the city and 
others, for improvement and enlargement 
of waterfront facilities, the Port of New 
York had not shared proportionately in 
the increased export and import traffic 
occasioned by the “expanding economic 
activity experienced throughout the 
country.” 

Mr. O’Connor said that equalization 
would permit all north Atlantic ports to 
compete on a fair and equal basis for 
import and export traffic. 


‘The competition will encourage the 
ports to improve facilities and services 
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so as to attract business,” Mr. O’Connor 
said. “I think shippers will benefit in 
two ways: First, better facilities and 
service will be made available, and 
second, shippers will then be able to 
choose any port in the north Atlantic 
group on a truly competitive basis.” 


Hearing Reassigned on ‘5a’ 
Changes of Eastern Central 


The Commission has canceled a hear- 
ing in section 5a application No. 48, 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers—Agree- 
ment—Amendment No. 1, assigned for 
July 1 at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer O. G. Barber, and reassigned 
the hearing for July 30 in Washington, 
before Examiner Barber. The hearing 
was postponed at the request of the 
National Industrial Traffic League, a 
protestant, the Commission said in a 
notice in the proceeding. 


The proceeding involves a proposal of 
members of the Eastern Central Motor 
Carriers Association to make changes 
in their Reed-Bulwinkle agreement, 
which among other things, would permit 
them to publish notices of proposed rate 
changes independently of national traffic 
publications (T.W., June 1, p. 64). 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


cases assigned for hearing or oral 
The assignments are 


1.C.C. 


argument appear below. 
grouped under separate headings as to rail, 
water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
as announced by the I.C.C. 


RAIL 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in 32157, Petition of Southern 
Ry. et al., assigned July 9, at Washington, 
D.C., canceled. 


Hearing in I. & S. 6755, Lumber—Ore. & 
Wash. Ports to Calif., assigned July 1, at 
Portland, Ore., canceled. 


Hearings in 32057, Rhinelander Paper Co. 
v. A., W. & W. et al. and 32117, National Con- 
tainer Corp. of Wis. v. Same, assigned July 
1, at Washington, D.C., canceled and re- 
assigned July 8, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Dunn. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6760, Pickup and De- 
livery Limits—J. L. Beeler, Agent, assigned 
July 8, at Los Angeles, Calif., postponed to 
a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in 32160, Reserve Div., The Na- 
tional Sugar Refining Co. v. A. & W. et al., 
assigned July 10, at Washington, D.C., can- 
celed and reassigned July 23, at Washing- 
ton, D.C., before Examiner Morgan. 

Hearing in Section 5A Application No. 48, 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers—Agreement 
—Amendment No. 1, assigned July 1, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
July 30, at Washington, D.C., before Exam- 
iner Barber. 

Hearing in No. 32134, Consolidated Edison 
Co. of New York, Inc., et al. v. Central R.R. 
Co. of N.J., et al., assigned September 9, at 
New York, N.Y., canceled and reassigned 
September 10, at 45 Broadway New York, 
N.Y., before Examiner McCloud. 


New Assignments 


July 8—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argument 
before Division 4: 
Finance 19547—Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific R.R. Co.—Abandonment. 
July 23—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Van- 
diver: 
No. 31954~ Railroad Passenger Train Deficit. 
No. 32141—Separation of Operating Ex- 
penses Between Freight and Passenger 
Services. 
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July 25—Raymondville, Tex.—City Hall—Ex- 
aminer Romero: 
Finance 19723—Missouri Pacific R.R. Co.— 
Abandonment. 
September 23—Washington, 
Vandiver: 
No. 31954—Railroad Passenger Train Deficit. 
No. 32141—Separation of Operating Ex- 
penses Between Freight and Passenger 


MOTOR 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in MC-92983, Sub. 209, Eldon Mil- 
ler, Inc., Iowa City, Ia., common carrier 
application, assigned June 19, at Little Rock, 


D.C.—Examiner 


_ Ark., canceled. 


Hearing in MC-116534, Taggin Waggin 
Sales & Service, Houston, Tex., common 
carrier application, assigned June 24, 
Houston, Tex., canceled. 

Hearings in MC-30887, Subs. 70 and 74, 
Shipley Transfer, Inc., Reisterstown, Md., 
common carrier applications, assigned July 
8, at Washington, D.C., canceled and re- 
assigned July 18, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Brady. 

Hearing in MC-97240, Sub. 1, William R. 
Babineau, Burlington, Vt., common carrier 
application, assigned July 29, at Washing- 
ton County Ct. Hse., Montpelier, Vt., trans- 
ferred to July 29, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Mont- 
pelier, Vt., before Jt. Bd. 116. 

Hearing in MC-116692, Paul E. Marquis 
Trucking Co., Burlington, Vt., contract car- 
rier application, assigned July 30, at Wash- 
ington County Ct. Hse., Montpelier, Vt., 
transferred to July 30, at U.S. Ct. Rms., 
Montpelier, Vt., before Examiner Hanback. 

Hearings in MC-C-2034, Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau v. Ace Lines, Inc., et al. and 
MC-C-2037, Same v. Same, assigned June 24, 
od —y Paul, Minn. postponed to a date to be 

ed. 

Hearing in MC-43038, Sub. 403, Commercial 
Carriers, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier application, assigned June 26, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned July 
17, at Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Saltzman. 

Hearing in MC-504, Sub. 28, Harper Motor 
Lines, Inc., Elberton, Ga., common carrier 
application, assigned July 11, at Tampa, 
Fla., canceled and reassigned July 11, at 
U.S. Court Rooms, Tampa, Fla., before Ex- 
aminer Borroughs. 

Hearing in MC-C-2069, Atlantic Greyhound 
Corp. v. Carolina’ Scenic Stages, Inc., as- 
signed June 24, at Columbia, S.C., canceled 
and reassigned July 16, at Hotel Wade 
Hampton, Columbia, S.C., before Jt. Bd. 2. 

Hearing in MC-107998, Sub. 3, Furniture 
Carrier Co., Atlanta, Ga., common carrier 
application, assigned June 26, at Atlanta, 
Ga., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-114989, Sub. 3, Bracey & 


at 


Martin, Hopkinsville, Ky., contract carrier 
application, assigned July 2, at Nashville, 
Tenn., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-60079, Sub. 8, Farsco 


Freight Lines, Wicomico Church, Va., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned July 2, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
July 10, at Washington, D.C., before Exam- 
iner Jackson. 

Hearing in MC-116352, Burlington Truck 
Line of Texas, Inc., Ft. Worth, Tex., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned July 8, at 
Dallas, Tex., canceled, and assigned for pre- 
hearing conference on July 19, at Washing- 
ton, D.C., Examiner Croft presiding. 

Hearing in MC-72923, Sub. 17, Interstate 
Truck Service, Martins Ferry, O., common 
carrier application, assigned July 22, at U.S. 
Ct. Hse., Charleston, W.Va., transferred to 
July 22, at City Hall, Charleston, W.Va., be- 
fore Jt. Bd. 118. 

Hearing in MC-114623, Sub. 1, Delivery 
Service, Inc., Wheeling, W.Va., contract car- 
rier application, assigned July 22, at 
Charleston, W.Va., canceled and reassigned 
August 1, at City Hall, Charleston, W.Va., 
before Jt. Bd. 61. 

Hearing in MC-37896, Sub. 10, Youngblood 
Truck Lines, Inc., Fletcher, N.C., common 
carrier application, assigned June 27, at At- 
lanta, Ga., canceled. 


New Assignments 


July 2—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Joyner: 
MC-108678, Sub. 13—Liquid Transport 
Corporation, Indianapolis, Ind., contract 
carrier coment. 
July 9—Cincinnati, O.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 
at: 


MC-C-1803—Germann Bros. Motor Trans- 
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portation, Inc., et al. v. C. & B. Truck- 


ing Co. 
July 17—Louisville, Hotel— 
Examiner Lee’ ‘ 
roe: Sub. 16—Arnold Ligon Truck 
Line, Madisonville, Ky. 
July a York, N.Y.—State Comm.—Jt. 


MC-C-2117, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men v. County Transportation Co., Inc., 
and the New York, New Haven and "Hart- 
ford R.R. Co. 

July a 


Jt. 

Mc-109637, Sub. 32—Gasoline Transport 
Co., Louisville, Ky. 

7 24—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Kas- 


Mc- c- 1881, Sub. 2, Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference v. A.A.A. Trucking Corp., et al. 
MC-C-2095 and Ist. Sup.—Glass Rates— 
Capitol Trucking Corp. 
July 26—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Cun- 
ningham: 

MC-31600, Sub. 425—P. B. Mutrie Motor 
Transportation, Inc., Waltham, Mass., 
common carrier application. 

MC-110525, Sub. 334—Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Downingtown, Pa., common carrier 
application. 

July 26—Washington, D.C.—Jt. Bd. 278: 

MC-55847, Sub. 5—Burris Food Distribu- 
tors, In., Milford, Del., contract carrier 


Ky.—Kentucky 


Ky.—Kentucky Hotel— 


application. 
July 29—Memphis, Tenn.—U.S. District Ct. 
Rms.—Examiner Lee: 
MC-115491, Sub. 3—Commercial 
Corp., Auburndale, Pa. 
July 29—Newark, N.J.—U.S. Ct. Rms.—Ex- 
aminer Kilroy: 
MC-116734—Laddy Moving & Storage Co., 
Newark, N.J.. common carrier applica- 


Carrier 


tion. 
July 29—Plattsburg, N.Y.—Fed. Bldg.—Exam- 


iner Winson: 
MC-F-6452—Maislin Bros. Transport, Ltd. 
—Control—Maislin Transport, Inc. 
July 29—Raleigh, N.C.—State Library Bldg.— 
Examiner Borroughs: 
MC-116571, M & S Transport, Raleigh, N.C., 
contract. carrier application. 
— at eT D.C.—Examiner Freid- 


Mc- ‘106965, Sub. 104—M. I. O’Boyle & Son, 
Inc., Washington, D.C., common carrier 
application. 

July 30—San Francisco, Calif—Old Mint 
Bidg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC-42487, Sub. 332—Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Portland, Ore., common car- 
rier application. 

July 30—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Suth- 
erland: 

MC-31367, Sub. 17—H. F. Campbell & Son, 
—~ ganas Pa., common carrier appli- 
catio 

— "30—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Rob- 


MCui 107403, Sub. 238—E. Brooke Matlack, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., common carrier 
application. 

July 31—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Boss: 

MC-110190, Sub. 24—Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., 
York, Pa., common carrier application. 
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C.A.B. Refuses to Rule Now 


On Capital’s Family Plan 


A motion by American Airlines, Inc., 
in which it asked the Civil Aeronautics 
Board for immediate entry of a final de- 
cision determining the lawfulness of a 
tariff filed by Capital Airlines, Inc., to 
make Saturdays family-fare days, has 
been dismissed as “not properly fileable” 
by the board. 


By an order in No. 8229, et al., Capital 
Family Plan Case, the C.A.B. said that 
the document filed by American on May 
23, “. . entitled a ‘motion’ and re- 
quests an immediate decision .. . is in 
substance seeking reconsideration of the 
adverse tentative vote to defer decision.” 
The board said the “motion” constituted 
“an anticipatory petition,” not properly 
fileable under rule 37 of the rules of prac- 
tice in economic proceedings. 


The board previously decided to defer 
decision on Capital’s proposed tariffs 
(T.W., May 25, p. 90). An examiner, in 
an initial decision, recommended that the 
board find the capital proposal unduly 
preferential and prejudicial, unjustly dis- 
criminatory and unlawful (T.W., April 
20, p. 85). 

The board said, in the order dismissing 
American’s plea, that letters concurring 
with American’s position had been filed 
individually by Delta Air Lines, Inc.; 
National Airlines, Inc., and United Air 
Lines, Inc. 


Reduction Is Recommended, 
Due to Offsetting Earnings, 
In Mail Pay to Old C. & S. 


A Civil Aeronautics Board exam- 
iner has recommended that com- 
pensation paid for transporting mail 
over the international route of Chi- 
cago & Southern Air Lines, Inc., 
(merged with Delta Air Lines. Inc.) 
for the period from January 1, 1948, 
to July 31, 1952, be reduced by $1,795, 
000 as a result of offsetting available 
excess earnings of the carrier under 
its domestic air rates in that period. 


In making the recommendation in No. 
2564, Reopened Delta-C. & S. Mail Rate 
Case, Examiner Edward T. Stodola said 
that the international mail pay be based, 
among other things, on a 10 per cent 
return on “recognized investment, and 
taxes actually paid by the carrier.” In 
arriving at the 10 per cent rate of return, 
the examiner cited the fact that under 
the merchant marine act of 1936 sub- 
sidized steamship companies were per- 
mitted to retain half of their profits over 
a 10-year period in excess of 10 per cent. 
He also cited statements of the C.AB. 
to the effect that the motor carrier in- 
dustry had earned more than 10 per cent 
and that air transportation was more 
comparable to those carriers than to 
other regulated industries. 


The Second Phase 


Examiner Stodola said his initial de- 
cision was the second phase of mail rate 
proceedings on remand resulting from 
the decision of the Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia in 
Summerfield v. Civil] Aeronautics Board 
2nd, 207, affirmed at 347 U.S. 74. This 
was the case in which the appeals court 
held that in fixing mail rates the need 
of the carrier as a whole must be con- 
sidered and that profits from one seg- 
ment of an air carrier’s operations must 
be used to offset losses from operations 
on other segments. 


The examiner said the reductions 
which he recommended were subject to 
adjustment on final determination of the 
question of the tax consequences of 
Delta’s repayment of excess mail pay and 
to further adjustment depending on the 
outcome of certain pending income tax 
controversies involving Delta. 


After asserting that the merger of 
C. & S. with Delta had contributed to 
the development of air transportation, 
particularly. the elimination of subsidy 
requirements for the operation of the 
C. & S. route system, Examiner Stodola 
said the most important developmental 
aspect of the need of C. & S. in the period 
under review was demonstrated by the 
need of its successor, Delta, for $60 mil- 
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lion in capital funds for the purchase of 
new aircraft and related equipment in 
the next few years. He observed tat 
Delta, as the successor company, wo ild 
bear the burden of recapture of the >x- 
cess mail pay. 


‘Volume of Case Law’ 


Examiner Stodola discussed at s me 
length what he called “the imm: nse 
volume of case law” on the subject fa 
fair rate of return. He said those c: ses, 
as well as public utility economists, ec- 
ognized that “an appropriate rate of 
return involves fair payment for (a) 
interest; (b) assumption of risk, ind 
(c) the expense of raising cay: 
funds.” He added: 

“Interest, of course, includes payne 
for the supply of capital funds, whe 
they be service on debt or dividends on 
the stock of the company. Indeed, ‘ach 
of the foregoing tests logically me”ges 
into the measure of the capacity «f a 
utility to attract capital on reason ble 
terms for the ability to obtain neces- 
sary capital funds on advantageous 
terms involves the interest of the con- 
sumer, the investor, as well as the man- 
agement of the utility. The basic test 
of capital attraction requires the ex- 
ercise of common sense and sound judg- 
ment and, with the developmental pur- 
poses of the act in mind, some applica- 
tion of vision in terms of where we are 
and whither we are going.” 


Mexicana Granted Route 
Los Angeles-Mexico City 


An order by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amending the foreign air carrier 
permit held by Compania Mexicana de 
Aviacion, S. A. to authorize it to trans- 
port persons, property and mail between 
Los Angeles, Calif., and Mexico City, via 
intermediate points in Mexico, was signed 
June 20 by President Eisenhower. 

In its order in No. 8771, Compania 
Mexicana de Aviacion, Sociedad Ano- 
nima, the board set June 30, 1959, as the 
expiration date of the permit, that 
date being the expiration date of the bi- 
lateral air transport agreement between 
this country and Mexico (T.W., June 15, 
p. 77). The board said that should the 
agreement be extended or that if the 
permit became the subject of any other 
agreement in which the United States 
and Mexico were parties, the permit 
would be continued in effect in the period 
provided in such agreement. 


T.W.A., Northeast Control 
To Be Subject of Hearing 


A notice of a hearing has been given 
by the Civil Aeronautics Board in a pro- 
ceeding involving investigation of the 
possible common control of Trans World 
Airlines, Inc., and Northeast Airlines, 
Inc., by Howard R. Hughes (T.W., Oct. 
6, 1956, p. 85). 

The hearing in. No. 8235, The Hughes 
T.W.A.—Atlas—Northeast Airlines P0s- 
sible Common Control Case, will be held 
at 10 a.m. July 8 before Hearing Exami- 
ner Paul N. Pfeiffer in room 1701, Feceral 
Court House, Foley Square, New York, 
N.Y. 


The board said -particular atten‘ion 
would be directed to the following: 

(1) Whether the acquisition of ar in- 
terest in the Atlas Corp., which con rols 
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Northeast, by Mr. Hughes, sole owner of 
the Hughes Tool Co., which in turn con- 
trols T.W.A. (T.W., June 22, p. 69), is a 
vnsaction subject to jurisdiction of the 
ard pursuant to section 408 of the civil 
‘onautics act, which requires approval 
common control of air carriers. 
2).If so, whether an appropriate order 
approval, disapproval, cease and desist, 
i estiture or otherwise should be issued 
\ the board pursuant to section 408(b) 
1d (e) of the act. 
\ny parties desiring to be heard in the 
: ceeding must file statements with the 
rd on or before July 8. 


. 


ying Tiger, 12 Truckers’ 
ceive Approval of C.A.B. 


» Provide Joint Service 


Agreements between the Flying 
rer Line, Inc., and 12 line-haul 
)tor carriers, under which the 
}»tor truckers will receive 5 per 
it of Flying Tiger’s airport-to- 
i port rate for all freight developed 
id procurred by the truckers and 
insported by the airline, have been 
pproved by the Civil Aeronautics 
ard. 


in making known its approval, the 

\.B. said that in the identical agree- 
ments each motor carrier agreed “to use 
its best effort to solicit and obtain from 
points within agent’s territory .. . ship- 
ments of goods for transportation by air 
carrier, and air carrier agrees to trans- 
port by air such shipments... .” 

‘. . . Agent shall be considered as an 
agent or employe of air carrier and not 
as an independent contractor,” the agree- 
ments stated. “Agent is the agent of air 
carrier only for the purpose of solicita- 
tion and is not air carrier’s agent with 
respect to the handling of goods covered 
by this agreement.” 


Conditions for Payment 


Under terms of the pacts, according 

to the C.A.B., Flying Tiger agrees to pay 
the 5 per cent rate provided that the 
agent does not act in the capacity of or 
as a shipper, consignor or consignee or 
as the agent of the shipper, consignor 
or consignee instead of in the capacity 
of the air carrier’s agent. Also, Flying 
Tiger will not pay the rate if the ship- 
ment in question is developed wholly or 
in part by another of its agents, accord- 
ing to the agreements, which are similar 
to those signed recently between 43 truck 
lines and Slick Airways, Inc. (T.W., June 
8, p. 79, and June 15, p. 76). 
In each case certain areas were spec- 
ified as territory in which the motor 
carrier would pick up and deliver freight 
to or from the airport. 

As to loss or damage, the agreements 
Stated that Flying Tiger would have no 
responsibility until the goods were de- 
livered to it, and that the airline’s lia- 
bility would end as soon as the goods 
were delivered by it to the motor carrier. 


The 12 Motor Carriers 

The following are the motor carriers 
which entered into the agreements with 
Flying Tiger: 

Newburgh Transfer, Inc.; Needes Ex- 
press, Inc.; Morko Shipping, Inc.; James 
London & Co., Inc.; Arthur J. Pritz & 
Co., Inc.; Auclair Transfer, Inc.; Trans- 
marine Navigation Corp.; Curbit Truck- 


Pd 
ing Service, Inc,;; Kellog Hangar Service; 
Fowler & Williams, Inc.; H. W. Robin- 
son Airfreight Corp., and Airland Freight 
Consolidators, Inc. 


American Airlines Gets 
Examiner’s Recommendation 


For Route to Mexico City 


American Airlines, Inc., should be 
authorized to operate the Chicago- 
Dallas-Fort Worth-San Antonio- 
Mexico City route set forth in the 
bilateral air agreement between the 
United States and Mexico, a Civil 
Aeronautics Board examiner has 
recommended. 


In his initial decision in No. 8640, 
Chicago-Mexico City Route Case, Ex- 
aminer John A. Cannon also recom- 
mended that the certificate of Braniff 
Airways, Inc., authorizing operations be- 
tween San Antonio, Laredo and Mexico 
City, remain in full force and effect. 
Braniff had sought the route recom- 
mended to American (T.W., June l, p. 
23). 


The examiner said that American was 
an established airline in Mexico City, 
“having extensive facilities and good will, 
all of which would be lost if its opera- 
tions are terminated.” 


Pioneering a Factor 


He said one of the “well-established 
and familiar” standards of carrier selec- 
tion was that of recognition of pioneer- 
ing and- developmental services in the 
market concerned. 

“Braniff’s early participation and in- 


C.A.B. Schedules Hearing 


In ‘Rate of Return’ Probe 


A notice of hearing in No. 8404, Rate 
of Return of the Local Service Carrier, 
has been issued by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. The hearing, it said, would be 
held at 10 a.m. July 17 in room E-210, 
Temporary Building No. 5, Washington, 
D.C. (T.W., Dec. 15, 1956, p. 74). 

The board said that, without limiting 
the scope of the issues, particular at- 
tention would.be directed to whether the 
rate of return or profit element cur- 
rently allowed in mail rate proceedings 
for local service carriers were generally 
fair and reasonable, and, if not, to de- 
termine a fair and reasonable rate of 
return or profit element for the carriers 
as a class. 

Only evidence relevant and material 
to that issue would be permitted, the 
board said. 

Any statements by persons not party 
of record must be filed with the board 
on or before July 17. 


C.A.B. Delays Argument 
In Air Forwarder Probe 


iY 

Oral argument in No. 7132, Interna- 
tional Freight Forwarder Investigation, 
originally assigned for July 10, has been 
postponed indefinitely by the Civil Aero- 
nautics Board. 

Chief Examiner Francis W. Brown, 
of the C.A.B., gave notice earlier that 
the hearing would be reassigned to a 
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terest in the Mexican traffic as a con- 
necting carrier must be recognized,” he 
said. “However, its participation in the 
Mexican market has been negligible since 
institution of American’s service in 1942. 
During the 15 years of pioneering in 
Mexican aviation, American has done 
much to foster good will for the United 
States in Mexico.” 

Examiner Cannon said, also, that fail- 
ure to select American “would result in 
depriving” Akron, Cleveland and Colum- 
bus, O., Detroit, Mich., and Pittsburgh, 
Pa., of effective single-carrier service. 


Agreement Called ‘Unique’ 


He referred to what he termed the 
“unique” agreement between the two 
countries, pointing out that it provided 
that the United States might designate 
one carrier only for each route covered 
and that the agreement was limited to 
two years (T.W., March 16, p. 71). 

“Considering the fact that the agree- 
ment with Mexico is for only two years,” 
he said, “there is every indication in the 
public interest to keep the Braniff certi- 
ficate in full force and effect, for it is 
conceivable that the agreement may be 
so revised as to permit operation of Bran- 
iff over the route for which it holds a 
certificate. To keep Braniff’s certificate 
intact, even though Braniff cannot at 
present implement it, harms no one 


“Tt has been in full force and effect 
for the past 10 years and there is no 
reason whatsoever why the certificate of 
Braniff should not continue in effect so 
that it can be implemented immediately 
when an agreement with Mexico will per- 
mit.” 


date to be announced later, and that 
the date for filing briefs was extended 
from July 1 to July 15. 

In his initial decision, Examiner Paul 
N. Pfeiffer recommended that the op- 
erating authorities of all such interna- 
tional air forwarders be renewed for an 
indefinite period, without imposition of 
a “fitness” test, without a requirement 
for a showing of public need, and with- 
out restriction of individual services to 
specific geographical areas, points 
and/or commodities (T.W., May 4, p. 67). 


Riddle Service to Norfolk 
Extended 2 Years by C.A.B. 


Riddle Airlines, Inc., has been granted 
a two-year extension of temporary ex- 
emption by the Civil Aeronautics Board, 
to permit it to engage in the air trans- 
portation of property to and from Nor- 
folk, Va. as an intermediate point 
between Boston, Mass., and Miami, Fla. 

In an order in No. 7794, Riddle Air- 
lines, Inc-—To Amend Authority Granted 
by Order No. E-10395, the board denied 
a request by Riddle that the authority 
be extended for the duration of its pres- 
ent certificate, which would expire Janu- 
ary 20, 1961, but extended the authority 
two years from the previous expiration 
date, June 21, 1957. 

The board said that in the petition, 
which drew no objections, Riddle said the 
volume of freight it carried in and out 
of Norfolk showed a “steady and sub- 
stantial” increase since the airline first 
was granted the exemption from. route 








76 


No. 120, on February 18, 1957, and that 
“a definite need exists for all-cargo serv- 
ice at Norfolk.” 


FEDERAL MARITIME 
BOARD NEWS 





Morse Disqualifies Himself 
In Rule-Making Proceeding 


On Motion of Forwarders 


Clarence G. Morse, chairman of 
the Federal Maritime Board and 
maritime administrator, disqualified 
himself June 25 from further par- 
ticipation in a rule-making proceed- 
ing involving the practices of ocean 
freight forwarders (T.W., March 23, 
p. 72). 


He withdrew in early stages of argu- 
ment before the board on the question 
of its jurisdiction in the proceeding. His 
withdrawal was requested in a motion by 
attorneys for associations of forwarders 
on the ground that the law firm of 
Graham & Morse, of San Francisco, 
Calif., with which Mr. Morse was af- 
filiated before joining the board in 1954, 
had been active in prior years in connec- 
tion with forwarder-brokerage rules. 

Mr. Morse said he was of the opinion 
that no sufficient ground existed requir- 
ing his withdrawal, but that “in order to 
completely avoid any charge of impro- 
priety” he would do so. 

Petitions questioning the board’s juris- 
diction were filed by Gerald H. Ullman, 
counsel for the New York Foreign Freight 
Forwarders and Brokers Association, 
Inc.; Richard J. Townsend, jointly for 
the Pacific Coast Ocean Freight For- 
warders Conference, the Pacific Coast 
Customs and Freight Brokers Association 
and the Los Angeles Customs and Freight 
Brokers Association, and Benjamin H. 
Altschuler, for the Customs Brokers and 
Forwarders Association of America. 

Richard J. Gage, public counsel, argued 
that the board had rule-making author- 
ity, which, he said, had been used “many 
times” in the past by the agency. He 
said the board had jurisdiction if the 
forwarders collected brokerage. 

Mr. Morse left the firm of Graham & 
Morse to become general counsel of the 
F.M.B. June 14, 1954 (T.W., June 19, p. 
64). He became chairman March 18, 
1955 (T.W., March 26, p. 233). 


F.M.B. Sets Joint Hearing 
On N.Y. Cargo Agreement 


A consolidated hearing in three cases 
before the Federal Maritime Board in- 
volving truck loading and unloading of 
waterborne cargo at New York harbor, 
one of which is a new proceeding, has 
been postponed by the board to 10 a.m. 
August 19 in room 705, 45 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. The hearing originally 
had been set to begin at the same place 
June 24, and later was scheduled for 
July 15. 

The new proceeding is No. 821, In the 
Matter of Agreement No. 8005-1 Between 











American Export Lines, Inc., American 
President Lines, Ltd., Bull-Insular Line, 
Inc., American Stevedores, Inc., Inter- 
national Terminal Operating Co., Inc., 
et al. 

The board said that it had instituted 
the investigation after the request for 
a hearing filed jointly by the Empire 
State Highway Transportation Associ- 
ation, Inc., and the New Jersey Motor 
Truck Association, Inc., which, the board 
said, alleged “that the proposed amend- 
ment is on its face discriminatory, un- 
reasonable, unfair and contrary to sec- 
tion 15 in that certain persons may be 
prohibited from loading and unloading 
waterborne cargo to and from trucks 
even though those persons may render 
such services pursuant to provisions of 
the New York-New Jersey Waterfront 
Commission Compact, to which Con- 
gress consented by public law 252. .. .” 

The board ordered this proceeding 
consolidated, for the hearing, with No. 
800, Empire State Highway Transporta- 
tion Association, Inc., and New Jersey 
Motor Truck Association, Inc. v. Ameri- 
can Export Lines, Inc., et al., and No. 
801, Truck Loading and Unloading of 
Waterborne Cargo at New York—Inves- 
tigation of Rates and Practices of Parties 
to Agreement. 


F.M.B. Examiner Approves 
13.2 Per Cent Rate Hike 


For Hawaiian Ship Services 


Proposed increased rates on cargo 
from Hawaii to the Pacific, Gulf, 
and Atlantic coasts, with the excep- 
tion of those on canned pineapple 
and canned pineapple juice, have 
been found not unlawful by a Fed- 
eral Maritime Board examiner, who 
said that the pineapple and pine- 
apple juice rates should be canceled 
and new rates filed with the board 
in conformity with his findings. 


Also, in his initial decision in No. 
808, Pacific Coast/Hawaii and Atlantic- 
Gulf/Hawaii General Increase in Rates, 
Examiner C. W. Robinson proposed rate 
bases and fair rates of return for Matson 
Navigation Co., which he described as 
the rate-making line for the trade, and 
for Isthmian Lines, Inc., which, in a 
joint service with Matson, handled the 
greater part of the movement in the in- 
volved trades. 

The proposed increased rates were 
filed to become effective on January 26 
and February 1, 2, and 13, 1957, on traffic 
between Pacific, Atlantic, and Gulf ports 
of the U.S. and ports in Hawaii. They 
were suspended by the F.M.B. until May 
26, and the period of suspénsion was, 
by special permission of the board, ex- 
tended to July 15. The board had al- 
lowed the respondents, except Hawaiian 
Steamship Co., to publish iaterim rate 
increases on most of the commodities 
affected by the tariff publications. 

“Between March 1, 1955 (the date of 
its last rate increase) and) December 
1, 1956,” said Examiner Robinson, “Mat- 
son’s operating costs in the Facific coast 
service have increased as follows (the 
amounts are not challenged) ‘ 

“Vessel wages and allieC expenses, 
10.98 per cent; other vessel expenses, 
12.68 per cent; fuel oil, 36.2 per cent; 
materials handling, 8 per cert; and ad- 
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ministrative and general, 29 per cent, 
There have been increases in the At- 
lantic-Gulf trade also. 


Increase Proposed, Suspended 


“The suspended rates, for the most 
part, represent an increase in the Pacific 
coast service of 6.5 per cent to trike 
care of such items as vessel expeiise, 
fuel oil, and administrative and gen-ra] 
expense; another increase, 6 per cnt, 
was directed against materials handing 
services. By rounding off the figures, the 
total increase became 13.2 per cent. As 
will be seen later, the rate on ret ‘ig- 
erated cargo was raised 15 per cent, ind 
a few commodities received incre ses 
less than 13.2 per cent. The Pacific 
coast service, since it is the large: of 
the two, was used as a measure in the 
increasing of the rates. 

“Rates in the Atlantic-Gulf service 
were increased, generally, on a doliar- 
for-dollar basis in order to preserve the 
competitive status of shippers and con- 
signees in the two areas, and to avoid 
disturbing the pattern of movemeni to 
interior points.” 


Rates of Return Determined 


Examiner Robinson concluded that the 
fair rate base for the property devoted 
to Matson’s freight operation was $43 
million and that a fair rate of return 
thereon would be between 712 and 10 
per cent. He assigned $9,500,000 as the 
fair rate base for property devoted to 
the Hawaiian service of Isthmian, and 
concluded that the same rate of re- 
turn—between 7% and 10 per cent— 
would be fair for Isthmian. 

The examiner indicated his belief that 
past experience pointed to a _ gradual 
expansion of trade within the islands 
and between the islands and the main- 
land. Barring some “unlooked-for occur- 
rence,” he said, there would be no ret- 
rogression in the immediate future, 
but that, on the contrary, “a modest 
increase of 2 per cent is not unlikely for 
1967.” 

Examiner Robinson said that if the 
increase on canned pineapple was raised 
to the 13.2 per cent figure, rather than 
to the proposed figure of 69 per cent, 
the increased revenue to Matson would 
be somewhat under $225,000 a year: 

Similar increased rates were also ap- 
proved by the examiner for United States 
Lines. Co.; Pacific Transport Lines, Inc.; 
Hawaiian Steamship Co., Ltd., and 
Waterman Steamship Corp. 

Examiner Robinson also found the 
proposed increases lawful for four re- 
spondent companies which had not par- 
ticipated in the hearing: Ocean Steam- 
ship Co.; American President Lines, Ltd.; 
Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., and 
Young Brothers, Ltd. 


Ocean Ship Agreements 


The Federal Maritime Board has an- 
nounced approval under section 15 of 
the 1916 shipping act of the following 
agreements: 

No. 8215, between the Booth Steamship 
Co., Ltd., and Lamport & Holt Line, 
Ltd., providing for the establishment and 
maintenance of a berth service under 
the trade name “Booth Lamport Wes* 
Indies Service,” in the trade between 
United States Atlantic and Gulf ports 
and ports in the Virgin Islands, Leeware 
and Windward Islands, Trinidad, Bar- 
bados, British, French and Netherlands 
Guianas. 

No. 8216, between American President 
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Lines, Ltd., and Alcoa Steamship Co., 
Irc., covering transportation of general 
cargo under through bills of lading from 
the Far East to Puerto Rico, with trans- 
shipment at New York. The agreement 
supersedes and cancels agreement No. 
7957. 










Siipping Service Proposal 
Coupled with Operating, 


Construction Subsidy Pleas 


American President Lines and 
A nerican Mail Line have filed with 
tle Federal Maritime Board an 
a;reement (No 8222) for approval 
u der section 15 of the 1916 shipping 
a 
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}at covering a new joint service be- 
}tveen Pacific coast ports and ports 
jir northeastern Asia, and in that 
cnnection have filed a joint ap- 
ip.ication for an operating-differ- 
}e1 tial to the vessel of each party en- 
g: ged in the service. 









\t the same time, the shipping lines 
tod the F.M.B. that they proposed 
shortly to file a joint application for the 
separate award of construction-differ- 
ential subsidy under the 1936 merchant 
marine act “to aid in the construction 
by each line of one freighter vessel spe- 
cially designed for the Pacific coast/ 
northeast Asia trade.” 

fhe northeast Asia ports named were 
those in Japan, Korea, Okinawa and 
Formosa; and ports in North China, 

Manchuria and Russia “at such time as 
"| United States vessels might be permitted 
to call in such areas, and with the 
privilege of serving ports in the Philip- 
pine Islands.” 

The joint application of A.P.L. and 
A.M.L. for an operating-differential sub- 
sidy referred to the proposed service as 
“a new joint service’ which would in- 
volve 12 to 18 sailings a year. 
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Ben H. Guill Takes Oath 
For Four-Year F.M.B. Term 


Ben H. Guill, in a ceremony June 24 in 
the office of Secretary of Commerce 
4} Weeks, was administered the oath of of- 
i fice by the secretary for a four-year term 
aS a member of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

Mr. Guill was appointed by President 
Eisenhower for a term expiring June 31, 
1961, which was confirmed by the Senate 
Bune 13 (T.W., June 22, p. 75). Mr. Guill 
J had been serving on the board since his 
appointment on January 5, 1955, to fill 
the unexpired term of E. C. Upton, Jr. 
‘¢ = was elected vice-chairman April 
, 1956. 

Before being appointed to the board, 
Mr. Guill, 47, was executive assistant to 
the Postmaster General, concerned pri- 
narily with legislative problems affecting 
the Post Office Department. 


























E. E. Metz Appointed Chief 
Of M.A. Gov't Aid Office 


Elmer E. Metz has been appointed 
thief of the Office of Government Aid of 
‘the Maritime Administration, effective 
June 30, it has been announced by Clar- 
tnce G. Morse, chairman of the Federal 
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Maritime Board and Maritime Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. Metz replaces Hyman Hochfield, 
who on June 14 assumed an executive 
post with the Matson Navigation Co. Mr. 
Metz has been serving as deputy general 
counsel of the F.M.B. and M.A. He has 
been with the board and administration 
since 1946, and on several occasions 
filled the post of acting general counsel. 

The Office of Government Aid, which 


-Mr. Metz will head, consists of the di- 


vision of contracts, the division of op- 
erating costs, and the division of trade 


‘routes of the Maritime Administration. 


It is responsible for processing applica- 
tions for subsidy, mortgage insurance 
and other government aid in the pro- 
motion of the American merchant ma- 
rine and the fostering of the trade, com- 
merce and defense of the United States. 


Port of New York Forwarder 


Conference Asks Approval 


The Port of New York Ocean Freight 
Forwarders Conference, made up of 61 
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forwarders, has filed with the Federal 
Maritime Board for approval under sec- 
tion 15 of the 1916 shipping act an agree- 
ment, No. 8370, providing that the con- 
ference would have the power to prescribe 
charges to be collected by its members 
from the shipper or consignee in con- 
nection with the forwarding of cargo 
via the Port of New York by water. 


The group provided that any ocean 
freight forwarder maintaining an office 
in the Port of New York with at least 
one full-time employe, or a forwarder 
evidencing an intention to attain that 
status, might become a resident member 
of the conference. 


New Examiner for F.M.B. 


Arnold J. Roth, an examiner with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission since 
1940, has been appointed a hearing ex- 
aminer of the Federal Maritime Board 
and Maritime Administration, effective 
June 30, the latter two agencies have 
announced. His appointment brings the 
number of hearing examiners to the 
authorized number of six. 
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Air Case Against 42 Railroads Based 
On Relationship of Sections 5a, 22 


Supplemental Lines, Alleging Rail Conspiracy to Monopolize Military 
Passenger Traffic, Argue That 5a Agreements Do Not Confer Anti-Trust 





Does the anti-trust immunity con- 
ferred on carriers which are parties 
to agreements approved by the Com- 
mission under section 5a of the inter- 
state commerce act apply when 
special rates on government traffic 
are negotiated and made effective by 
the carriers, after negotiations with 
government agency representatives, 
under authority of section 22 of the 
act? 


The answer to that question is the 
central issue in the $45 million anti- 
trust damage suit the Aircoach Trans- 
port Association, Inc., and four supple- 
mental air carriers have filed against 
42 railroads, alleging an illegal con- 
spiracy to drive the airlines from carry- 
ing military passengers for the govern- 
ment. 

Rival motions for summary judgments 
in the case were taken under advise- 
ment on June 19 by Judge Joseph C. 
McGarraghy in the USS. district court 
for the District of Columbia (T.W., June 
22, p. 21). 

Also pending before the judge is a 
motion of the A.C.T.A. for a preliminary 
injunction barring certain alleged prac- 
tices of the railroads, most of the major 
passenger-carrying roads in the east and 
west. 


Immunity in ‘Concerted’ Action Involved in Offering Section 22 Rates. 


The A.C.T.A. and the four individual 
airlines which are plaintiffs in the suit 
contend that the anti-trust immunity for 
I.C.C.-approved agreements under sec- 
tion 5a does not apply to carrier “agree- 
ments” as to section 22 rates. In docu- 
ments filed with the court to sustain 
their complaint, the plaintiffs contended 
that “the Reed-Bulwinkle act (section 
5a) does not exempt concerted railroad 
action respecting section 22 quotations 
from the anti-trust laws.” 


Exemption Limited? 


The air groups argued that it was 
clear that Congress “specifically limited 
the exemption from the anti-trust laws 
in the Reed-Bulwinkle act to railroad 
activities over which the Commission 
had plenary jurisdiction in the thought 
that the public interest in the field 
should be administered by that agency 
rather than by the courts.” 

Since the I.C.C. did not “regulate” 
section 22 rates, the A.C.T.A. argued, 
any action in concert on such rates would 
not automatically be exempt from anti- 
trust prosecution even if the section 22 
rates were reached through a rate agree- 
ment or “bureau” authorized by the 
Commission in approving a section 5a ap- 
plication. 

“In no case,” said the plaintiffs, “are 
such (section 22) quotations filed with 
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the Commission pursuant to section 6 
of the national transportation act... 


“The most that the Commission has 
claimed in this regard is the right to 
fix reasonable rates which would con- 
stitute the maximum rates; with, how- 
ever, the right in the government and 
the carrier to arrive at lesser rates which 
need not be filed with the Commission 
in order to be effective.” 


The railroads contend that “concerted 
action” by carriers with respect to sec- 
tion 22 rates is not subject to prosecution 
under the anti-trust laws. 


‘Decisive Question’ Stated 


“The -decisive question,” the railroads 
said in one brief filed in the case, “is not 
whether the Commission can regulate the 
individual rates, but whether it can reg- 
ulate collective action affecting section 
22 rates. 


“The Commission has that authority. 
The concerted action of defendants pur- 
suant to agreements approved under sec- 
tion 5a is subject to the continuing ju- 
risdiction, supervision and control of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission.” 

The railroad brief continued, in part, 
as follows: 


“There is no merit in plaintiffs’ argu- 
ment that section 5a does not apply 
to collective action relating to section 
22 rates. The argument requires the 
court to read the word ‘rates’ as if it has 
one meaning in section 5a and quite a 
different meaning in section 22 and in 
other provisions of the act. This con- 
struction of section 5a is not supported 
by its words or by its legislative history. 
The legislative history shows affirmative- 
ly that section 5a was intended to cover 
collective action relating to section 22 
quotations. . 


“Plaintiffs cannot avoid the exclusive 
primary jurisdiction of the Commission 
by contending that section 5a does not 
apply to agreements relating to section 22 
rates. Under the doctrine of primary 
jurisdiction, the Commission must be 
given the first opportunity to determine 
the extent of its own jurisdiction, sub- 
ject to judicial review by a three-judge 
court in the manner provided by law ... 


Rate Agreements Cited 


“Tt will not be disputed that the de- 
fendants in this case are parties to rate 
conference agreements which have been 
made pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tion 5a and approved by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under that sec- 
tion. There are three of those agree- 
ments that are pertinent. They are (1) 
an agreement made by the eastern car- 
riers and which was approved. by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Eastern Railroads — Agreements, 277 
I.C.C. 279; (2) an agreement by the 
Western railroads approved by the Com- 
mission in Western Traffic Association— 
Agreement, 276 I.C.C. 183; and (3) an 
agreement to which both groups of rail- 
roads together with the railroads in the 
south were parties, which was approved 
by the Commission in Railroad Inter- 
territorial Agreement, 287 I.C.C. 701. The 
action of the Commission in approving 
these agreements has never been en- 
joined, modified or set aside in any pro- 
ceeding for judicial review and the ac- 
tion cannot be attacked collaterally in an 
anti-trust case ... 


“We believe that it will not be disputed 
that in making the section 22 quotations 
that are attacked in this proceeding the 
defendant railroads have acted through 
the committees established by these 
agreements and in accordance with the 
procedure provided for in the agree- 
ments... 


Section 22 Testimony 


“It is also clear that when these agree- 
ments were presented to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for approval they 
were presented as agreements that au- 
thorized collective action by the railroads 
with respect to section 22 quotations. In 
the proceedings on each of the agree- 
ments there was testimony offered by 
the proponent railroads indicating that 
the agreements were intended to cover 
section 22 quotations and that the pro- 
cedures provided for in the agreement 
would be used in making section 22 quo- 
tations. 

“It must be assumed that when the 
Commission approved the agreements it 
was aware that they were designed to 
cover section 22 quotations and would 
be used for the purpose of making such 
quotations. It is not necessary, however, 
to leave this matter to assumption. It is 
clear that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission knows that under the provisions 
of these agreements the railroads have 
acted in concert in relation to section 22 
rates. It is clear that the Commission be- 
lieves that the agreements authorize 
joint action with respect to section 22 
quotations and that it has exercised its 
oad jurisdiction on the basis of that 

ief.” 


1953 Action Alleged 


The air carrier complainants argued 
that the alleged “conspiracy” to deprive 
them of military passenger business be- 
gan in 1953 as a reaction to supplemental 
airline inroads into such business. 

Prior to that time, the plaintiffs said, 
the railroads had been carrying military 
passengers under the Joint Military Pas- 
senger Agreement, which provided for a 
standard 10 per cent reduction in the 
first class passenger fare. 

In 1953, however, the plaintiffs asserted, 
the defendant railroads, “acting in con- 
cert, agreed among themselves to depart 
from the standard 10 per cent concession 
to the military in order to destroy the 
competition.” 

Acting under section 22, the railroads 
began to offer military fares—in the form 
of “variable ‘spot’ rates quoted on indi- 
vidual movements”—which were “as low 
as 50 per cent and more below the de- 
fendants’ regularly filed tariffs,” accord- 
ing to the suit. 

“The declared and agreed purpose of 
this combination and the various preda- 
tory practices employed thereby,” the 
suit continued, “was and is to undercut 
the supplemental air carrier tariff rates, 
to drive the supplemental air carriers out 
of the military passenger transportation 
market and to recapture the once-dom- 
inant railroad position of carrying close 
to 100 per cent of the total official mili- 
tary traffic. 


“Unless temporary injunctive relief is 
granted herein, defendant’s and their 
co-conspirators will have consummated 
the destruction of another infant indus- 
try, to the irreparable damage not only 
of the plaintiffs and others similarly sit- 
uated, but to the national defense and 
security of the United States and the 
public interest in general.” 


The plaintiffs gave the court examples 
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which, they said, served to prove that 
the railroads offered the section 22 ‘cut 
rates” mostly in areas of competi:ion 
from supplemental air carriers, and r: lied 
on the 10 per cent reduction elsew) ere. 
The railroads refrained from offering .ec- 
tion 22 rates when it was indicated in ad- 
vance that railroad transportation was 
desired in particular troop movem nts, 
the plaintiff said. 


The railroads told the court thai the 
plaintiffs’ entire case rested on the v: lid- 
ity of their contention that sectio: 5a 
did not apply to section 22 rates, and ave 
this summary of the railroad argu: :ent 
against that view: 


“Section 5a plainly provides tha an 
agreement thereunder may relate to 
‘rates’ or to procedures for the joint .on- 
sideration, initiation or establishme:' of 
‘rates’. Section 22 of the interstate ¢om- 
merce act provides that nothing - hall 
prevent the transportation of person: for 
the United States government free or at 
reduced ‘rates’. On the face of the two 
sections it seems clear that the provisions 
of section 5a dealing with ‘rates’ encom- 
pass ‘rates’ made under section 22 as well 
as ‘rates’ made under other sections of 
the statute. The plaintiffs, however, reject 
the plain meaning of the words of the two 
sections. They insist that the word ‘rates’ 
in section 5a does not mean the same 
thing as the word ‘rates’ in section 22. 
Indeed it is this contention that is the 
foundation of the plaintiffs’ entire argu- 
ment. . 


‘Verbal Legerdemain’ 


“This attempt to read a single word as 
meaning two quite different things is 
strained and artificial and should be re- 
jected. Under all accepted canons of stat- 
utory construction the word ‘rates’ in sec- 
tion 5a should be given the same meaning 
as the word ‘rates’ in section 22. Nothing 
in either section of the act suggests in the 
slightest degree that the word has one 
meaning in section 5a and quite a differ- 
ent meaning in section 22. Nothing else- 
where in the act suggests that Congress 
intended to engage in such verbal leger- 
demain. Surely if Congress had intended 
the word ‘rates’ to be given a different 
sense in the two sections of the statute 
it would have stated its intentien ex- 
plicitly. 

“The limitations that Congress wished 
to place upon the kind of agreements that 
could be made and approved under sec- 
tion 5a it stated explicitly and without 
ambiguity. Those limitations are plainly 
set forth in paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of sec- 
tion 5a. Paragraph 4 provides that the 
Commission shall not approve agree- 
ments between or among carriers of dif- 
ferent classes except in certain circum- 
stances and subject to certain conditions; 
paragraph 5 provides that the Commis- 
sion shall not approve any agreement 
with respect to a pooling, division, or 
other matter or transaction, to which 
section 5 of the act is applicable; and 
paragraph 6 provides that the Commis- 
sion shall not approve any agreement 
which does not accord to each party the 
free and unrestrained right to take inde- 
pendent action. 

“The fact that Congress explicitly pro- 
vided for these limitations is proof that 
no other limitations were intended. This 
is confirmed by the language of para- 
graph 9 which deals with anti-trust im- 
munity. That paragraph states that if 
an agreement is approved by the Com- 
mission, then the agreement anc the 
persons carrying it out are relieved ‘rom 
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the operation of the antitrust laws ‘if the 
a} proval of such agreement is not pro- 
hisited by paragraphs (4), (5), or (6).’ 
Tis language plainly indicates that the 
lirnitations expressed in 4, 5, and 6 are 
th2 only limitations that will prevent the 
a oroval of the Commission from con- 
fe ring anti-trust immunity. 

The language of section 22 itself 
c) arly recognizes that numerous other 
re e provisions of the act bear upon rates 
0) government traffic and for that very 
re son declares that ‘nothing in this 
cl xpter shall be so interpreted and ad- 
m nistered as to prevent the transporta- 
ti 1. for the government at free or re- 
di ced rates.’ Since section 5a of the act 
p! vides for approval of rate association 
ag eements which do not prevent, but in- 


| st ad facilitate, the making of reduced 


ra es for the government, section 22 in no 
w: y limits or affects the jurisdiction and 
su -ervisory powers of the Commission 
ur der section 5a... 

The patent purpose of section 22 is to 
pe mit the government to obtain trans- 
pe tation at reduced rates. But the effect 
of the plaintiffs’ strained interpretation 
of the statute would be to make it diffi- 
cu t or impossible for the federal govern- 
m: ot to obtain the lower rate quotations 
wlich Congress has said should be avail- 
able to it...” 


F.M.B. Action on Agreement 
Held Not ‘Final’; Court 


Dismisses Plea for Review 


The United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia 
has dismissed a petition of terminal 
operators in the San Francisco Bay 
area seeking review of an order of 
the Federal Maritime Board approv- 
ing an agreement (No. 8063) between 
Matson Navigation Co. and Encinal 
Terminals, proposing the formation 
of a stevedoring company, Matcinal 
Corporation. 


By a two-to-one decision in No. 13384, 
Associated-Banning Co., et al. v. United 
States of America, et al., the appeals 
court held that there had been no final 
action by the Federal Maritime Board. 
The majority observed that the agree- 
ment for the formation of the stevedor- 
ing company contained a statement that, 
to the extent the activities of the cor- 
poration were subject to prior approval 
of any regulatory body, reasonable efforts 
would be made to obtain such approval. 


The majority also called attention to 
the fact that the board had dismissed 
all allegations in a complaint filed by 
the petitioning parties except as to 
allegations under section 15 of the 1916 
shipping act that the respondents were 
operating under an agreement which had 
not been filed for approval under that 
section. 

The appeals court, observing that the 
board had ordered a hearing on that 
allegation, said it did not know what the 
result would be, adding: 


“We cannot assume that the board will 
not conduct its hearing within the in- 
tendment of the act, so far as it may 
apply. It may well be, for all we are 
shown, that the board’s ultimate action 
will completely dispel every prospective 
fear voided by the protest and the com- 
plaint. It is clear that the board has 


dt 


not yet entered an order ‘final’ as to these 
petitioners.” ‘ 

As the result of its dismssal of all of 
the allegations except that involving sec- 
tion 15, the board assigned the matter for 
hearing, together with two other dockets. 
Examiner C. B. Gray, by a recommended 
decision in those proceedings, found that 
formation of Matcinal Corporation had 
resulted in the carrying out of the agree- 
ment in whole or in part without needed 
approval of the board in violation of the 
1916 shipping act and that the agreement 
was not a true and complete memoran- 
dum of the agreement. He recommended 
that the agreement be disapproved (T. 
W., April 27, p. 73). 


F.M.B. Ruling on West Coast 
Port Equalization Affirmed 


By U.S. Court of Appeals 


Findings of the Federal Maritime 
Board in a second report in a case 


involving equalization practices of 


the Pacific Westbound Conference, 
which the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia 
had remanded to the board, and 
in which the board held a further 
hearing, have been affirmed by the 
appeals court (T.W., Jan. 14, 1956, 
p. 65, July 28, 1956, p. 71). 


The court’s decision was handed down 
in No. 12995, Pacific Far East Line, Inc., 
v. United States of America, et al. 

Involved in the controversy was a rule 
of the conference, described by the court 
as follows: 


“Rule 2 of the conference defined 
‘equalization’ as the absorption by the 
carrier of the difference between the 
shipper’s cost of delivery to ship’s tackle 
at the terminal dock at the nearest con- 
ference terminal port and the cost of 
delivery to the ship’s tackle at the ter- 
minal dock and port of the equalizing 
line. Thus, an individual conference line 
was allowed to meet the competition of 
other member lines through equalizing 
the cost to a shipper of shipping through 
any Pacific coast port. 


“So far as is here challenged, the 
equalization practice arises by reason 
of the fact that, in the vicinity particu- 
larly involved here, a steamship company 
may, and often does, wish to avoid calls 
at the ports in Oregon and Washington, 
preferring to call only at California ports. 
Shippers in the Pacific northwest who 
deliver their wares to California ports 
would presumably be repaid or refunded 
the difference between the cost of ship- 
ment to the ports of Washington or Ore- 
gon and the California ports in order 
to equalize costs to the shipper. 


Allegations Before Board 


“The unjust discrimination alleged by 
the complainants before the board [the 
ports of Portland, Ore., and Seattle, 
Wash.] was, in part, that equalization, 
as practiced, permits a large volume of 
traffic which would move through the 
complainants’ ports to be delivered to 
California ports. This, it is claimed, 
results in less revenues to complainants 
and deprives complainants’ ports of 
steamship service and frequent sailings 
which they would otherwise enjoy. Com- 
plainants also contend that the practice 
of equalization permits conference liens 
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to attract traffic to California ports from 
producing areas not geographically or 
naturally tributary to those ports.” 

The Federal Maritime Board, in two 
reports, found the equalization practice 
unjustly discriminatory and unfair (T.W., 
July 28, p. 71). 

However, in its second report, the 
board reversed a prior finding that equal- 
ization of rates on explosives from 
du Pont, Wash., shipped through San 
Francisco, was unjustified. The reversal 
was based on what the board said was 
its mistake in finding in the prior re- 
port that one shipping company had 
admitted that there was adequate serv- 
ice from Pacific northwest ports for 
shipping explosives to the Far East. 


The shipping line involved in that traf- 
fic, according to the court, agreed to 
make calls at Blake Island (du Pont) 
for any quantity of explosives. 

The appeals court held that there was 
sufficient evidence to support the findings 
of the F.M.B. 


Arkansas Commission Takes 
Intrastate Aggregates Rate 


Case Into Supreme Court 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States has been asked by the state 
of Arkansas to evaluate the effect 
of findings of the Commission in a 
general railroad rate increase pro- 
ceeding as used in a case in which 
intrastate rates are under attack, 
and to determine several other ques- 
tions having to do with burden of 
proof and necessary evidence to sup- 
port a Commission order requiring an 
increase in intrastate rates. 


In its jurisdictional statement in No. 
1095, Arkansas Public Service Commis~- 
sion v. United States of America and 
Interstate Commerce Commission, the 
Arkansas regulatory body asks the Su- 
preme Court to review a decision of the 
federal district court for the eastern 
district of Arkansas (147 F.Supp. 454) 
upholding an order of the Commission 
requiring that intrastate rates on build- 
ing aggregates be increased to the extent 
authorized on interstate traffic in Ex 
Parte Nos. 166, 168 and 175. 


In stating the question presented, the 
Arkansas commission said it was whether 
the district court, in upholding the Com- 
mission’s order on the ground that it 
was supported by substantial evidence, 
had misapprehended or “grossly” mis- 
applied the standard for determining the 
substantiality of evidence as approved 
by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in Universal Camera Corp. v. 
National Labor Relations Board (1951), 
340 U.S. 474, 71 S.Ct. 456. 95 L.Ed. 456. 


Benefits of Review 


In stating its view that the question 
presented was substantial enough to war- 
rant oral argument, the Arkansas com- 
mission said: 

“If this decision is reviewed it could 
benefit all state authorities, rail car- 
riers, and shippers throughout the United 
States. If this court will review this 
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case and consider the questions of who 
has the burden of proof in the section 
13(4) proceeding; what effect the findings 
of the Commission in a section 15 hear- 
ing have on a section 13(4) proceeding; 
what evidence is necessary to support a 
finding of the Commission and whether 
a section 13(4) proceeding for a par- 
ticular class of freight rate is a ‘revenue’ 
case, it will benefit all concerned. 


“The railroads will benefit because 
they will more clearly understand what 
evidence is necessary for them to intro- 
duce to prove their case. The state au- 
thorities will be greatly benefited be- 
cause they will know whether they are 
required to offer affirmative proof in 
section 13(4) proceedings and whether 
they should appear, cross-examine and 
introduce affirmative evidence in section 
13 proceedings. 


“The lower court and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission will benefit if 
they are advised as to sufficiency of evi- 
dence and burden of proof. At the 
present time ex parte hearings are now 
pending similar to the er parte hearings 
involved in this matter. If this court 
considers this case, much litigation will 
conceivably be prevented. Review now 
will probably mean more uniformity of 
standards of review and as stated by 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


Cases Recently Decided by State and 
Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter System, published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul; Minn. Copy- 


right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 





United States District Court, S. D. New 
York 


Carrier’s action against shipper for 
freight and demurrage charges. On 
shipper’s exceptions of limitation, the 
district court, Dawson, J., held that since 
carrier failed to assert that there was 
any open running mutual account or 
to allege facts sufficient to show such, 
and, in absence of such allegations, its 
libel asserted multiple causes of action 
for alleged breaches of contract to pay 
charges, court was required to sustain 
exceptions relating to claims which ac- 
crued more than two years previously 
and were thus within the bar of limita- 
tion but would allow carrier to serve 
amended libel to allege cause on open 
account. 

‘Exceptions sustained with leave to 
serve amended libel. 

Where carrier’s claim for freight and 
demurrage against shipper arose when 
the several cargoes were shipped, ship- 
per’s offsetting against bills rendered 
claims which it asserted against carrier 
did not transform basis of carrier’s 
claims against it for freight and demur- 
rage from breach of individual contracts 
to one for balance due on account stated 
where the very basis of carrier’s claims 
was denial that any offset was proper. 
Suits in Admiralty Act, Secs. 1 et seq., 
5, 46 U.S.C.A. Secs. 741 et seq., 745. 

When there is an open running mu- 
tual account, limitation does not run 
against action on it until last settle- 
ment of account. Suits in Admiralty 


counsel for the United States this will 
benefit the Commission, the rail carriers, 
the shippers, and the state authorities.” 


‘Important Issues’ 


More extensively the Arkansas com- 
mission listed what it called “some of 
the important issues” raised by its juris- 
dictional statement as follows: 


“1. May the Commission consider the 
evidence introduced and findings of a 
section 15 hearing if the particular evi- 
dence is not introduced in the section 
13(4) proceeding? - 


“2. Is a finding that the intrastate 
rates are not contributing their fair 
share supported by the evidence if the 
record does not reflect a computation 
of the profits attributable to the particu- 
lar class and comparison of these profits 
with those derived from other sources 
of revenue? 


“3. Is a finding that conditions inci- 
dent in intrastate transportation of 
freight in a particular state are not 
more favorable than those incident to 
interstate transportation between that 
state and adjoining states adequately 
supported if the record does not compare 
actual cost incurred in intrasate opera- 
tions with those involved in interstate 
operations? 

“4. Who has the burden of proving 
that the particular class of intrastate 
rates is not contributing its fair share 
and thus creating a burden on interstate 
commerce? 


Act, Secs. 1 et seq., 5, 46 U.S.C.A. Secs. 
741 et seq., 745. 

Where carrier inn its action for 
freight and demurrage charges against 
shipper failed to assert that there was 
any open running mutual account or to 
allege facts sufficient to show such, and, 
in absence of such allegations, its libel 
asserted multple causes of action for al- 
leged breaches of contract to pay 
charges, court was required, on excep- 
tion of limitation, to sustain exceptions 
relating to claims which accrued more 
than two years previously and were thus 
within the bar of limitation but would 
allow carrier to serve amended libel to 
allege cause for open account. Suits in 
Admiralty Act, Secs. 1 et seq., 5, 46 
U.S.C.A. Secs. 741 et seq., 745. (Isthmian 
Steamship Company v. United States, 
150 F. Supp. 191). 

ak * 


* 


United States District Court, S. D. New 
York 


Suit in admiralty for value of undeliv- 
ered bales of rubber shipped by libelants 
on respondent steamship owned by re- 
spondent corporation. The = district 
court, Knox, J., held that one year limi- 
tation of time for suit. after date when 
goods should have been delivered, as 
provided in carriage of goods by sea act 
incorporated in bill of lading, began to 
run, not when delivered bales of libel- 
ants’ consignment were placed in rail- 
way car, but when last delivery of other 
cargo was made from dock. 

Decree for libelants. 


The one-year limitation of time for 
commencement of suit to recover value 
of undelivered bales of rubber, shipped 
by libellants on respondent steamship, 
after date when goods should have been 
delivered, as provided in carriage of 


goods by sea act, incorporated in bill of | 


lading, began to run, not when delivered 
bales of libelants’ consignment were 
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“5. Is a section 13(4) proceeding ‘or 
a particular class of freight rates q 
‘revenue’ case? 

“6. Are the matters presented so s 'b- 
stantial as to require plenary conside’a- 
tion, with briefs on the merits and cra] 
argument?” 

The Arkansas commission based its 
plea for review on the ground that there 
was conflict between lower court d-ci- 
sions and between the lower court ind 
decisions of the Supreme Court. 






Supreme Court Adjournmeni 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States on June 24 issued an order <iat- 
ing that all cases submitted and all 
business before the court at the present 
term in readiness for disposition had 
been disposed of, with the exceptio:: of 
appeals in the case of an American 
soldier whose trial by Japanese autlior- 
ities for the shooting of a Japanese 
woman was forbidden by a federal dis- 
trict court. 

The order then said that the court 
would recess from June 24 to July 8, 
“when it will reconvene for the sole 
purpose of hearing oral argument and 
considering said cases, upon which day 
it will adjourn for the term unless other- 
wise ordered.” 


Unless “otherwise ordered,” the court 


will open its next term on the first 
Monday in October. 


placed in railway car, but when last de- 
livery of other cargo was made from 
dock. Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, 
Secs. 1 et seq., 3(6), 46 US.C.A. Secs. 
1300 et seq., 1303(6). (Loeb v. The S. S. 
Washington Mail, 150 F. Supp. 207). 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 
Regulation of Common Carriers 
Cases Recently Decided by 


State and Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter Systems published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy- 
right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 


United States District Court, W. D. Penn- 
sylvania 


Action to enjoin, set aside and annul 
an order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission holding that certain demur- 
rage and penalty charges assessed by the 
carrier against complainant were ap- 
plicable. The district court of the United 
States for the western district of Pennsyl- 
vania, Marsh, J., held that the procedure 
followed by the Commission in adjudicat- 
ing the claim and in referring the matter 
to an unqualified examiner was improper. 


Order denying complainant reparation 
set aside and case remanded. 


Where a party aggrieved elects to 
pursue its claim for reparations before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and an award is granted, upon attempted 
enforcement the carrier is not bound 
but is entitled to a trial de novo in the 
courts, except where the Commission's 
findings and order shall be prima facie 
evidence of the facts therein recited 
Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 9, 15, 16, 
49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 9, 15, 16. 


Where party aggrieved elects to pursuc 
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its claim for reparations before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission and an 
award is granted, complainant is bound 
by @ negative order and is not entitled 
to a trial de novo in court, but its only 
recourse is to seek judicial review of 
tie agency action, the scope of which is 
li nited. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 
9 15, 16, 49 US.C.A. Secs. 9, 15, 16; 
Administrative Procedure Act, Secs. 5(a, 
c, 7, 8, 10, 11, 5 US.C.A. Secs. 1004(a, 
c , 1006, 1007, 1009, 1010; 28 U.S.C.A. 
€ cs. 1336, 2321. 

Where a party aggrieved elects to 
pirsue its claim for reparations before 
te Interstate Commerce Commission, 
t e hearing required by the interstate 
c mmerce act is one that should be ad- 
j dicated pursuant to the administrative 
p ocedure act and must be made initially 
b a section 11 examiner in accordance 
yw th the act. Interstate Commerce Act, 
S cs. 9, 15, 16, 49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 9, 15, 16; 
A iministrative Procedure Act, Secs. 5(a, 
c , 7, 8, 10, 11; 5 US.C.A. Secs. 1004(a, 
c . 1006, 1007, 1009, 1010; 28 U.S.C.A. 
S:cs. 1336 2321. 


Where proceeding before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission involving 
di murrage and penalties charges against 
the shipper was referred by the Com- 
mission to an examiner not qualified as 
povided in the administrative procedure 
act and the Commission followed the 
recommendations of its examiner against 
the shipper, action of the Commission 
was unlawful. Interstate Commerce Act, 
Secs. 9, 15, 16, 49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 9, 15, 
16; Administrative Procedure Act, Secs. 
5(a, c), 7, 8 10, 11, 5 US.C.A. Secs. 
1004(a, c), 1006,+ 1007, 1009, 1010; 28 
U.S.C.A. Secs. 1336, 2321. 

Where demurrage and penalty charges 
were assessed by carrier against shipper 
and on complaint by shipper, the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission ordered the 
proceedings be handled by the modified 
procedure and no oral evidence was 
offered or received and proceedings were 
referred to an unqualified examiner who 
reported adversely to shipper, procedure 
adopted by Commission did not eliminate 
requirement of a qualified examiner, in 
view that term “hearing” as used in ad- 
ministrative procedure act means more 
than a mere oral hearing and includes 
modified procedure which Commission 
followed. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 
9, 15, 16, 49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 9, 15, 16; Ad- 
ministrative Procedure Act, Secs. 5(a, c), 
7, 8, 10, 11, 5 U.S.C.A. Secs. 5(a, c), 7, 8, 
10, 11, 5 U.S.C.A. Secs. 1004(a, c), 1006, 
1007, 1009, 1010; 28 U.S.C.A. Secs. 1336, 
2321. (Reliance Steel Products Co. v. 
United States, 150 F.Supp. 118). 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and 
Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter System, published by West 


Publishing Company, St. Paul, 


Minn. Copy- 
right, 1947, by West = 


Publishing Company. 


Delay on Transport, Deliveries 


United States District Court, D. Wyoming 


Consignee of flowers brought action 
against air carrier for damages for failure 
to deliver flowers. as originally scheduled. 
The district court, Kerr, J., held that 
where air freight rules tariffs provided 
that carrier should not be liable for con- 
sequential or special damages arising 
from transportation subject to tariffs, 
and that carrier assumed no obligation 


to commence or complete transportation 
within certain time or according to any 
specific schedule, and that all shipments 
were subject to availability of suitable 
equipment, and that carrier should 
decide which shipments should not be 
carried on a particular flight, and which 
shall be removed at any time or place, 
and that any shipment will be subject 
to delay if it cannot be transported with 
reasonable dispatch by reason of any 
governmental rules or because of un- 
availability of suitable equipment, carrier 
was not liable to consignee of flowers 
shipped by air freight because flowers 
were not delivered as originally scheduled 
because removed from airplane so that 
total weight of airplane would be within 
limits prescribed by law. 

Judgment for carrier. 

Action involving interstate shipment of 
air freight was a suit arising under a 
law regulating commerce within jurisdic- 
tion of federal district court irrespective 
of amount involved. 28 U.S.C.A. Sec. 1337. 

Air freight rules tariffs, which were 
within authority conferred by the civil 
aeronautics act, became a part of con- 
tract of transportation for interstate 
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shipment of air freight. Civil Aeronautics 
Act of 1938 as amended, 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 
401 et seq. 

A carrier’s tariff on file with proper 
government agency has an effect equiva- 
lent to law until declared unlawful by 
the agency, and the provisions thereof 
established the legal relationships of 
parties to contract of transportation. 

Where air freight rules tariffs pro- 
vided that carrier assumed no obligation 
to commence or complete transportation 
according to any specific schedule, and 
that all shipments were subject to avail- 
ability of suitable equipment, and that 
any shipment will be subject to delay if 
it cannot be transported with reasonable 
dispatch by reason of any governmental 
rules or because of unavailability of suit- 
able equipment, carrier was not liable 
to consignee of flowers shipped by air 
freight because flowers were not delivered 
as originally scheduled because removed 
from airplane so that total weight of 
airplane would be within limits pre- 
scribed by law. Civil Aeronautics Act of 
1938 as amended, 49 U.S.C.A. Sec 401 et 
seq. (Killian v. Frontier Airlines, 150 


F.Supp. 17). 


TRANSPORTATION 
LEGISLATION 





Commission Opposes Trucking Proposal 
That I.C.C. List Motor Vehicle Liens 


Chairman Clarke, in Senate Testimony, Recommends Against Measure 
On Grounds of Added Expense and Paperwork. A.T.A. Brings Out New 
‘Self-Financing’ Bill. Witnesses Heard on Four Other Transport Bills. 


The trucking industry’s plan to 
have the Commission act as record- 
ing center for various types of liens 
on motor vehicles ran into opposi- 
tion from the I.C.C. at a Senate sub- 
committee hearing on June 25. 


Testifying for the I.C.C., Chairman 
Clarke recommended against the bill in- 
volved (S. 2031) on the ground that it 
would prove a severe financial, space 
and personnel strain on the Commission 
and, in addition, would not accomplish 
the purpose for which it was intended. 


Later, Ernest L. Rushmer, counsel for 
the Truck-Trailer Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, told the subcommittee—the sur- 
face transportation subcommittee of the 
Senate interstate and foreign commerce 
committee—that Chairman Clarke had 
“sighted the bill and sank same.” 


“T don’t think it can be passed with 
his opposition,” Mr. Rushmer told Sen- 
ate Smathers, of Florida, chairman of 
the subcommittee, “and we’re on the 
horns of a dilemma.” 


Senator Smathers told Mr. Rushmer 
that was the reason each of the trucking 
witnesses had been asked if they would 
prefer “S. 375 or nothing” in the event 
S. 2031 could not be passed. 


S. 375, another measure under con- 
sideration at the hearing, would provide 
that motor carrier liens when recorded 


in the state in which the purchaser 
resided would be considered as valid 
throughout all the states. Chairman 
Clarke took no position on S. 375, saying 
it would not affect the Commission’s 
work and involved deciding a question of 
“proad congressional policy.” 

The two bills would provide different 
approaches intended to solve the same 
problem, The trucking industry witnesses 
said that financing of vehicles and cer- 
tain operations decisions now were ham- 
pered by the many various state laws 
regarding registration of liens. The prob- 
lems would be solved, they said, if such 
liens were filed in standardized form 
with the Commission where they could 
readily be verified by prospective money 
lenders or purchasers and ‘sellers of 
trucks. 

The motor carrier witnesses included 
James F. Fort, attorney for the Ameri- 
can Trucking Associations, Inc.; R. J. 
Fletcher, general counsel of the Railway 
Express Agency; John B. Hulse, manag- 
ing director of the Truck-Trailer Manu- 
facturers’ Association, and Mr. Rushmer. 


A.T.A. Offers New Bill 
Mr. Fort gave the subcommittee-a re- 
written version of S. 2031 which would 
set up a new act authorizing the I.C.C. 
to record truck liens and providing that 
the Commission could charge such fees 





82 


| LEGISLATION | 


as might be necessary to finance the 
operation. 

The proposal was presented as part of 
his testimony to the Senate subcommit- 
tee and was introduced in the House as 
H.R. 8333 by Representative Harris, of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. Fort said that the A.T.A. would 
favor the new proposal over the others 
but indicated S. 2031 in its original form 
or S. 375 would be preferable to no legis- 
lation at all on this subject. The other 
motor carrier witnesses expressed similar 
stands. Chairman Clarke did not take 
the stand to comment on the A.T.A. re- 
draft of S. 2031. 


Mr. Clarke testified on four other bills 
at issue in the hearing, all I.C.C. legisla- 
tive recommendations, calling for their 
enactment. 


Backed by David I. Mackie, president 
of the Eastern Railroads Presidents Con- 
ference, who testified for the Association 
of American Railroads, Chairman Clarke 
asked the subcommittee to approve 
S. 940, an I.C.C.-written bill designed 
to give controlled or controlling stock- 
holders a voice in voluntary railroad re- 
organizations, subject to certain qualifi- 
cations. 


The chairman also urged approval of 
these additional I.C.C. measures: S. 938, 
to bar motor carriers issuing capital 
stock from evading Commission regula- 
tion by the means of attaching “arbi- 
trary” par values to stock; S. 1385, amend 
section 11 of the Clayton anti-trust act 
so as to give the Commission the power 
to enforce compliance with sections 2, 3, 
7 and 3 of that act as to contract car- 


riers as well as common carriers; S. 1721, 
to make tne I.C.C. itself—instead of the 
United States—the specified defendant in 
suits attacking I.C.C. orders. 


Mr. Clarke and Mr. Mackie used simi- 
lar arguments in favoring the railroad 


reorganization bill. They said it would 
enable railroads to avoid expensive and 
lengthy reorganization proceedings in 
voluntary cases. 


Rail Measure Discussed 


The asserted defects in the present law 
were illustrated by both witnesses with 
the same case. Chairman Clarke dis- 
cussed it this way: 


“In one case, for example, approxi- 
mately 57.5 per cent of the carrier’s com- 
mon stock was owned by another rail- 
road. Under the present provisions of 
the act, it was necessary for holders 
of 75 per cent of the remaining stock to 
assent to the plan before it could be 
made effective. In this situation, the 
failure of holders of 10.6 per cent of the 
common stock to assent could have 
blocked approval of the plan. (I might 
add that this 10.6 per cent includes 
holders who could not be located or 
failed to indicate their position because 
of disinterest.) 


“We believe that this puts too much 
power in the hands of a few security 
holders and encourages the holding out 
by others for better treatment than the 
merits of their position justify. S. 940 
would correct this situation by providing 
that securities of any class entitled to 
vote for the election of directors, whether 
or not within the control of the carrier 
or of any person or persons controlling 
the carrier, shall be considered to be 
outstanding. 


“As a safeguard to the public interest, 
the Commission would be empowered, if 
it determines that the assents of the 
holders of 25 per cent of the securities of 
such class are subject to such control, 
to prescribe such percentage in excess of 
75 per cent requisite for approval of the 
proposals as it may determine to be just 
and reasonable.” 

Mr. Mackie said the bill would make 
possible, “among other things, the avoid- 
ance of delays and heavy expenses nor- 
mally incident to reorganization pro- 
ceedings.” 


Bank Official Agrees 


He also gave to the subcommittee a 
statement in support of the bill from 
Walter H. Fincke, assistant vice-presi- 
dent of the Savings Banks Trust Co. of 
New York State. Mr. Mackie said Mr. 
Fincke’s organization handled railroad 
securities for many stockholders. 

H.R. 3775, a companion bill to S. 940, 
already has been passed by the House. 


Chairman Clarke told the subcommit- 
tee that the present law gave the I.C.C. 
jurisdiction over motor carrier stock is- 
suances in cases in which the “par” 
value of the stock to be issued together 
with the “par” value of the securities 
then outstanding exceeded $1 million. 
By fixing a low “par” value to the new 
stock, he said, a motor carrier could 
keep the total transaction below that 
figure and thus issue the stock without 
Commission approval. 


The Commission proposed making the 
“principal amount” of the stock the 
guiding value, he said, but the House in 
passing a companion bill (H.R. 3625) 
changed this to “value of capital stock 
or principal amount of indebtedness.” 
He suggested that this would be unin- 
tentionally contrary to the purpose of 
the bill and told the Senate group that 
the issue could be solved by making the 
determining value the “value of capital 
stock or principal amount of other secu- 
rities.” There was no opposition to the 
intent of the bill, he added. 


Justice ‘History’ Rapped 


Mr. Clarke said the Commission 
wanted to be the principal defendant 
in its own cases because the Department 
of Justice since 1932 had “actively op- 
posed the Commission’s position in 10 
cases and has confessed error in 11 
cases.” 


He said this might tend to show that 
the department was “setting itself up 
as an appellate body over an independent 
agency” and declared the I.C.C. should 
have the “primary responsibility” for de- 
fending its orders. The bill under study 
would provide that the Justice Depart- 
ment would have the right to intervene 
in Commission cases. 


Frank Barton, transportation counsel 
to the interstate and foreign commerce 
committee, told the subcommittee that 
the department had not yet commented, 
as requested, on the Commission’s pro- 
posal. 

Chairman Clarke said “no difficulties” 
had yet arisen in the field of anti-trust 
regulation of contract carriers—now 
placed in the hands of the Federal Trade 
Commission—but added the I.C.C. felt 
“it would be desirable” to have the I.C.C. 
enforce such laws on such carriers. 

This would avoid, he said, “the possi- 
bility of conflicting requirements’ being 
imposed upon such carriers by the dif- 
ferent agencies” now involved. 


This possibility had not yet shown up, 


TRAFFIC Wop tp 


he continued, but would mount “as con- 
tract carriage grows.” He said there was 
no opposition to the plan. 


Lien Cost $1,785,000 


On the main issue of the hearing, the 
I.C.C. lien recording bill, the chairman 
estimated such a plan would reqvire 
$1,785,000 in additional appropriati ns 
“not including the cost of additio al 
space which would be required to ho ise 
the new employees.” 

S. 2031 as introduced would permit ‘he 
Commission to charge up to $4 for each 
document it recorded but the chairrian 
said terms of the bill would bar the I.C.C, 
from using the proceeds “to pay for ‘he 
additional expenses.” 


Mr. Clarke recounted the extra bur- 
dens which he said would be involved 
and then questioned whether the ill 
as written would accomplish its inten ied 
purpose, stating: 


“We can appreciate the inconvenie ce 
to creditors who, in order to protect tieir 
liens, must record them in every siate 
through which a motor vehicle runs. It 
is probable that truck and bus manutac- 
turers, banks, finance companies, and 
motor carriers who finance the purchase 
of new equipment might find it advan- 
tageous to record their liens in Washing- 
ton. Nevertheless, serious disadvan- 
tages would arise, particularly in con- 
nection with second-hand vehicles. 


“For example, since the provisions of 
this measure are permissive rather than 
mandatory, its enactment would only 
add one more place that prospective pur- 
chasers of such vehicles would be re- 
quired to search in order to determine 
whether a lien is registered against a 
particular vehicle. That is, he would 
still not be relieved of the burden of 
checking state records because S. 2031 
does not supplant state filing, since a 
lien could be recorded in a state yet 
never recorded with the Commission. We 
do not believe that requiring prospec- 
tive purchasers to check an additional 
place for recording liens could be con- 
sidered in the public interest. More- 
over, it might be necessary for such pur- 
chaser to come to Washington to search 
our index, or to employ someone in 
Washington for that purpose. ~ 


“The limitation as to the vehicles to 
which the bill applies would result in 
confusion. There are an estimated 586,- 
000 motor vehicles owned by carriers to 
which the provisions of the bill apply. 
This figure represents complete units, 
counting tractor and trailer as one unit. 
It is entirely possible that a lien may be 
registered against a trailer only, or 
against the tractor only. 


“Therefore, if tractors and _ trailers 
were counted separately this estimate 
would be in excess of one million vehi- 
cles. In addition, about 40 per cent of 
the vehicles operated by such carriers are 
not owned by them. Such non-owned 
vehicles are obtained under long-term 
leases from owner-operators, truck-leas- 
ing companies, or subsidiary non-carrier 
corporations. Although the owners of 
such vehicles may have executed liens, 
such instruments could not be filed with 
the Commission, even though the vehi- 
cles are marked only with the name of 
the lessee carrier. 


“Since it could not be known whether 
any particular bus or truck is subject to 
an incumbrance executed by an inter~- 
state common or contract carrier, it 
would, therefore, be necessary for anyone 
interested in possible incumbrances 0n 
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Spokesmen for truck-trailer builders were twitted on June 25 by Senator Smgthers, of 
Florida, about what the senator viewed as a contradiction in the position the trucking 


industry had taken on two pieces of legislation. 


surface transportation 
committee. 


subcommittee of 


the Senate 


Senator Smathers is chairman of the 
interstate and foreign commerce 


He referred to S. 1490, the “truck registration” bill which the industry opposed on the 
ground it might lead to economic regulation of private and exempt carriers, and S. 2031, 
a bill which would set up the I.C.C. as a central recordation agency for motor carrier 


In a hearing on S. 2031 before Senator Smathers’ subcommittee, John B. Hulse, man- 
aging director of the Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Association, was testifying when the 


following colloquy took place: 


Senator Smathers: Do you people generally support legislation which is designed to 
centralize the control of the government in the hands of one agency? 

Mr. Hulse: Not generally, no. We find this is a very special problem. 

Senator Smathers: In other words, this helps your business? 


Mr. Hulse: Yes. 


Senator Smathers: I’m not trying to embarrass you and | did not ask Mr. Fort (James 
f'. Fort, of the American Trucking Associations) this, but when we had a little bill up 
for I.C.C. to try to register all trucks just so they could send safety regulations, nobody 


wanted that for fear it would open the door to government regulations. 


wan; 


They did not 


1.C.C. to touch them, but when it comes down to the point where it looks like it 


would help somebody lend a little money, why, then it is all right. Of course, we have 
to remember all of that. We get a lot of legislation up here.” 

Senator Smathers spoke in a similar vein later in discussion with another witness— 
Ernest L. Rushmer, counsel, Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Association—who had declared the 
truck lein bill would not get into the ‘police powers” exercised by states in registration of 


motor vehicles. 


“Aren‘i you afraid though that it might lead to something of that nature?’ asked Senator 


Smathers. 
“No? in the slightest,” replied Mr. Rushmer. 


“On this: particular one that doesn’t worry you, iust merely recording doesn’t bother 


you?” Senator Smathers inquired. 
“Thai is correct, sir,’ said Mr. Rushmer. 


“That is a refinement,” the senator commented. 
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any of the over 10 million commercial 
motor vehicles now registered in the 
United States, to check our records to 
determine whether or not an incum- 
brance has been recorded with the 
Commission. It would then be necessary, 
as in the case of purchasers of second- 
hand vehicles, to check state records for 
any liens which may have been executed 
on non-owned vehicles. This would seem 
to defeat the very purpose of the bill. 

“If the Congress believes that there 
should be federal recording of liens on 
motor vehicles because such vehicles 
may readily be moved from one state to 
another, possibly consideration should be 
given to having the federal government 
take over the title registration of all 
motor vehicles, and not only those owned 
by interstate carriers.” 


Railway Express Troubles 


Mr, Johnson, urging that some central 
recordation system be adopted, told the 
subcommittee of troubles Railway Ex- 
press had experienced in registering its 
new fleet of trucks in various states. Not 
only were the actions complicated and 
expensive, he said, but in some cases 
“the fleet was frozen” from transfers 
required by emergencies because the legal 
tangle of documents and requirements 
couldn’t straightened out in time. 


In explaining the A.T.A. re-write of 
S. 2031, Mr. Fort said in a statement 
submitted to the subcommittee that the 
new proposal would be self-financing, 
would include all carriers subject to 
federal regulations rather than just cer- 
tificated carriers and would specifically 
exclude small passenger vehicles, small 
trucks or combinations. The new bill 
would not amend the interstate com- 
merce act but would be a separate enact- 
ment called the “motor vehicle lien 
recordation act.” 


Sketching the problems, Mr. Fort said: 


“Twenty-five years ago if a truck oper- 
ator wished to borrow money with which 


to buy vehicle equipment he obtained 
credit from local source—probably a 
bank—and the lending institution 
promptly recorded its lien (a conditional 
sale contract, mortgage, etc) in the local 
jurisdiction. The bank was reasonably 
confident that its lien on that vehicle 
would be adequate to protect its interest. 
But then the trucking industry began 
to expand further and further from its 
local type operation. 


“Soon the bank found that to protect 
its investment it must record the instru- 
ment not only in the local political area 
but in adjoining states. The truck which 
formerly returned to its garage every 
evening was now destined for a distant 
state and a trailer might be absent from 
the state for weeks at a time. This 
necessitated lawyers to write opinions on 
the validity of the lien in other states, 
filing fees in other states, rerecording 
after some years in various states and 
many other problems. All of this meant 
greater financing costs to the truck 
operator. 


Situation ‘So Complex’ 


“Soon the local bank found that the 
situation had become so complex tu:at 
it was no longer even capable of financ- 
ing new equipment purchases and so the 
truck operator found himself looking for 
new sources of credit. These were hard 
to find for few major financing institu- 
tions knew much about the mushrooming 
but still Hedgling industry. 


“Some of the more important credit 
sources of the country have, despite the 
problems, become expert at handling fi- 
nancing problems for the motor carriers, 
but the great differences between state 
laws, the excessive lawyers’ fees, the high 
filing fees in some states and the state 
excise taxes on mortgages (which in some 
states run to well above $1.00 per $100 
on the face value of the instrument) 
have continued to harass the truck oper- 
ator in his search for credit. So com- 
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plex did the legal decisions become on the 
validity of the lien that it is today ap- 
parent that no lender can be 100 per cent 
sure that his lien will be valid every- 
where that he expects a given vehicle 
to operate.” 

Mr. Hulse said that S. 2031 or the 
A.T.A. plan would “open up new sources 
of bank credit” for motor carriers. Mr. 
Rushmer, answering questions from sub- 
committee members, said that the new 
proposal in his opinion would not result 
in federal power “supplanting” state cer- 
tification and title laws. 

Mr. Hulse added that about 40,000 liens 
would have to be recorded with the I.C.C. 


House Sends Excise Tax Bill 
To Senate Where Transport 
Tax Repeal Move Is Ready 


The House on June 20 passed a big 
bill to overhaul generally the excise 
tax structure and sent it to the 
Senate, where amendments which 
would kill the transportation excise 
taxes have been prepared. 

The 429-page bill (H.R. 7125) would 
not change any tax rates but would 
revise present excise tax provisions from 
technical and administrative standpoints. 

Senator Bible, of Nevada, has an- 
nounced that he has informed the 
Senate that he has prepared amend- 
ments to the bill, which if adopted, would 
repeal the 10 per cent tax on passenger 
travel and the 3 per cent levy on freight 
shipments (T.W., June 8, p. 90). 

H.R. 7125, while not affecting excise tax 
rates directly, contains four technical 
changes in the application of transporta- 
tion taxes as they affect air taxis, ferry 
boats, oil pipelines and nonprofit educa- 
tional institutions. (T.W., March 30, p. 
230). 


Senate Unit to Consider Six 


1.C.C. Measures on July 2 


A Senate subcommittee has scheduled, 
for consideration in executive session on 
July 2, eight transportation bills, includ- 
ing six legislative proposals of the I.C.C. 

The surface transportation subcommit- 
tee of the Senate Interstate and foreign 
commerce committee, headed by Senator 
Smathers, of Florida, will meet to vote 
on these bills: 


S. 1384, the proposed redefinition of 
contract carriage, including a new “com- 
promise” bill which has been forwarded 
to the subcommittee (see story elsewhere 
in this issue); S. 1677, the proposed re- 
definition of private carriage; S. 940, re- 
lating to which stock may be voted in a 
voluntary railroad reorganization; S. 938, 
relating to the values placed on stock to 
be issued by motor carriers; 

Also to be considered are S. 1385, which 
would give the Commission anti-trust 
power over contract carriers; S. 1721, 
which would make the I.C.C. instead of 
the United States defendant in suits 
against I.C.C. orders; S. 375, which would 
make a lien on a motor carrier properly 
filed in one state valid in all; and S. 2031, 
which would set up the I.C.C. as a 
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centralized recording bureau for truck 
liens. 
All are I.C.C. bills except the latter two 


(see story elsewhere in this issue). 


Proponents of Bill to Put 
Military Cargoes Through 


Commercial Terminals Heard 


A group of port officials anda others 
have testified favorably on a bill 
(H. R. 2229) which would require 
the military services to use com- 
mercial marine terminal facilities 
on non-classified shipments to units 
overseas. 


The bill has been opposed by the mili- 
tary services. Speaking for all the serv- 
ices, Major General Paul F. Yount, Army 
Chief of Transportation, said on May 
28-29 in testimony before the House mer- 
chant marine committee that the bill 
would “seriously cripple” the nation’s 
mobilization base and would not shunt 
enough cargo to commercial facilities to 
do them any real financial good (T.W., 
June 8, p. 85). 

The hearing was resumed June 18 
and 19 to hear testimony from port 
spokesmen and others favoring the bill. 

Testimony supporting the aim of the 
bill came from D. L. Dullum, president 
of Encinal Terminals, Alameda, Cailif., 
who also represented the Pacific Coast 
Association of Port Authorities; E. M. 
Shoemaker, president, Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad; Richard S. 
Marr, executive director, North Carolina 
State Port Authority, also representing 
the South Carolina State Port Author- 
ity; Elmo E. Ferrari, director, Port of 
Stockton, and chairman of the commit- 
tee on non-security cargoes of the Cali- 
fornia Association of Port Authorities; 
Bernard J. Caughlin, general manager, 
Port of Los Angeles, and president of 
the California association; Alvert L. 
King, president, American Association of 
Port Authorities, and director of the 
marine terminals department of the Port 
of New York Authority, and Jeff Kibre, 
Washington representative of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s and Ware- 
housemen’s Union. ; 

Mr. Dullum set forth his group’s posi- 
tion in these words: 


“We are not proposing that military 
port installations should be mothballed 
and that the commercial facilities should 
handle all of the non-security cargo. 
Neither are we insisting that cargo must 
be diverted from one area to another. ... 


“The Army is the largest shipper in 
the United States and in some areas 
it is unquestionably the largest com- 
petitor of the commercial ports. This 
condition should not exist. The military 
leadership fails and refuses to recognize 
the importance of commercial port facil- 
ities to national defense. This is a short- 
sighted policy. Certainly the expansion 
and modernization of commercial marine 
terminals is dependent upon a sufficient 
volume of business to produce the rev- 
enue necessary to finance such expendi- 
tures. Our industry is not subsidized, 
as are other forms of transportation. We 
are not seeking a subsidy. We are, how- 


ever, conscious of our responsibility to 
keep our port installations in step with 
the rapidly changing developments and 
technical improvements of the shipping 
industry which we serve, and we cannot 
continue to compete with the Federal 
government and at the same time meet 
the requirements of our evolving indus- 
try.” 

He said that the principle he was advo- 
cating was identical to that involved in 
the problem of Military Sea Transporta- 
tion Service versus commercial steamship 
lines. He said the cargoes he had in mind 
were not security cargoes, adding: 

“We commercial port operators are 
primarily talking about handling a part 
of the general cargo now loading to ves- 
sels at military installations. By general 
cargo we mean such items as foodstuff, 
machinery, contractors materials used in 
the construction of overseas bases, i.e., 
cement, steel, lumber, etc., petroleum 
products, non-security cargo * * * and 
such other commodities which the com- 
mercial docks normally handle. This is 
the type of cargo we handle every day 
and which should be routed over our 
docks. ... 

“The operations of commercial berth 
line vessels would be benefited in many 
instances if military cargo were loaded 
at the dock at which the vessel was 
loading commercial cargo. This would 
reduce the number of shifts and time in 
port rather than to increase this cost. 
Practically every commercial berth line 
vessel loading cargo at a military in- 
stallation also calls at one or the other 
commercial facility within a port area. 
Obviously, the opportunity on occasion to 
load all of the cargo to a particular vessel 
at one location would produce substan- 
tial economies.” 


Results of a Defense Department study, 
he said, revealed that the comparison of 
costs between the Bay Area Army Termi- 
nal Center and the Bay Area commercial 
docks on general cargo, which com- 
prised 45 per cent of the 40,000 tons of 
cargo moving over military terminals in- 
cluded in the study, indicated substan- 
tially the same costs. 


However, Mr. Dullum testified, if all 
overhead factors normally included by 
commercial firms were included in the 
military costs, the charges, as contained 
in the commercial terminals’ tariffs, 
would be very much less than the Army 
costs. He went on to say this could be 
confirmed by asking the Federal Mari- 
time Board to make such a comparison. 


Mr. Shoemaker, who was a member of 
the Hoover Commission’s transport com- 
mittee, told the committee it amounted 
to a “two-way street”, in that both the 
military and private and public terminals 
were necessary, both in peacetime and 
as a mobilization base in wartime. He 
said his group had recommended in 1955 
to the Hoover Commission that foreign 
aid goods, other than government secu- 
rity cargo, be routed through commercial 
terminals where available, but that he 
did not know the extent to which the 
military had lived up to this recom- 
mendation. He spoke out in favor of the 
pending bill, with an amendment. 


Mr. O’Hara said the bill would permit 
the military to continue to handle 
through their own facilities those ship- 
ments which because of their nature 
were not suited for handling through 
regular commercial facilities. He said 
the bill provided for continued use of 
military terminals so that they are ready 
for complete mobilization in an emer- 
gency. 
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“The Port Authority favors the prin- 
ciple that wherever practicable Govern- 
ment cargo should preferably be routad 
through commercial public and priv:te 
marine terminals, as expressed in ihe 
1856 resolution of the American As: o- 
ciation of Port Authorities,” he said. In 
the event of war, he said, private end 
public terminals would handle most of 
the traffic. 


Mr. Ferrari told the committee tat 
“our position in this hearing is sore- 
what unique” because the Port of Sto:k- 
ton has enjoyed a contract for the h in- 
dling of military cargoes for the } ast 
ten years.” He supported H.R. 2229, hc ld- 
ing to the view that the military shculd 
not compete with private terminals wi:en 
the latter could do the job as well as 
the military terminals. He said the iact 
that his contract has been renewed by 
the military many times demonstrstes 
that the commercial facilities at Stcock- 
ton has been able to perform the serv ces 
required of it. 


Mr. Caughlin testified that the move- 
ment of military cargo over commercial 
port facilities will have the effect of 
lowering the cost at military terminals 
as there “would naturally follow a de- 
crease in direct operating costs and 
maintenance of docks and equipment 
at military facilities.” He went on to 
say the movement of military cargo over 
commercial facilities would increase 
revenue, thereby reducing some of the 
existing deficiencies at commercial ports, 
as there would be a greater unit spread 
of overhead costs. 


Mr. Kibre said the record of labor in 
moving military cargoes through com- 
mercial terminals has been very high. 
He said the bill did not call for any 
radical action but proposed a simple 
declaration of policy that, within rea- 
sonable limits, the government shall 
patronize commercial terminals to the 
extent that such facilities are available 
at fair and going rates. 


‘Good Faith’ Bill Advanced 


To Senate Committee 


A bill (S. 11) to revise laws regulating 
price discrimination on June 21 was 
passed on without recommendation to 
the Senate judiciary committee by its 
anti-trust and monopoly subcommittee 
which had been studying the bill for 
some time. 


The bill in the main would provide 
that lower competitive prices could be 
met in “good faith” and on an individual 
basis, without agreement with others. 


The question was raised as to whether 
or not the bill would affect the absorp- 
tion of freight charges in order to meet 
competitive prices. Representative Pat- 
man, of Texas, who sponsored a similar 
bill in the House, has repeatedly in- 
dicated that this practice would not be 
affected so long as all customers in an 
area were treated alike (T.W., March 23, 
p. 76). 


Truck Routing Bill 


A bill (H.R. 8327) has been introduced 
by Representative Andrews, of Alabama, 
to amend the interstate commerce act 
so as to provide that shippers can desig- 
nate the routing of property being car: ied 
by truck if two or more through routes 
in the applicable territory has bee! 
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established. Damages could be collected 
for misrouting. 


Compromise Contract Carrier 
Bill Approved by Industry, 
Sent to Congress for Study 


A “compromise” bill to redefine 
contract carriage, worked out 
through the ‘Transportation As- 
sociation of America, has been sub- 
mitted to Congress with the approval 
of the I.C.C. and the executive board 
of the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc. 

One copy of the measure went to the 
surface transportation subcommittee of 
the Senate interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee, which on July 2 is 
scheduled to begin consideration of S. 
1384, a Commission-written bill to rede- 
fine contract carriage over which truck- 
ing and other transportation interests 
split at an earlier hearing (T.W., May 
11, p. 82, and May 18, p. 88). 

A spokesman for the subcommittee 
said the “compromise” bill would be con- 
sidered along with the I.C.C. bill even 
though no testimony had been received 
on it. 

As a further indication of the agree- 
ment on the compromise, David Mackie, 
chairman of the Eastern Railroads Presi- 
dents Conference, said that the proposal 
was being circulated to members of the 
railroad panel of T.A.A. and that he 
expected approval. 

The Commission, in implementing its 
legislative recommendation No. 6, drew 
up a bill, introduced in the Senate as S. 
1384, which would have revised the 
definition of contract carrier in the in- 
terstate commerce act to read as follows: 

“The term ‘contract carrier by motor 
vehicle’ means any person which en- 
gages in the transportation of passengers 
or property in interstate and foreign 
commerce, for compensation (other than 
the transportation referred to in para- 
graph (14) and the exception therein) 
under continuing contracts with one 
person or a limited number of persons 
for the furnishing of transportation 
services of a special and individual na- 
ture required by the customer and not 
provided by common carriers.” 

The Commission proposed further that 
it be permitted in the future to convert 
any contract carrier not meeting the 
new definition to a common carrier “of 
the same commodities between the same 
points” and that it be permitted to 
specify the “business” and the “scope” 
of any contract carrier receiving a 
permit. 


The Commission later withdrew the 
requirement that a contract carrier ap- 
plicant would have to show that no 
common carrier was providing the pro- 
posed new services. 


The compromise bill, on which both 
the common and contract carrier con- 
ferences of A.T.A. have agreed in addi- 
tion to the executive board, would 
change the basic definition to read as 
follows: 


“The term ‘contract carrier by motor 
vehicle’ means any person which en- 


gages in transportation by motor vehicle 
of passengers or property in interstate 
or foreign commerce, for compensation 
(other than transportation referred to 
in paragraph (14) and the exception 
therein), under continuing contracts 
with one person or a limited number of 
persons either (a) for the furnishing of 
transportation services through the as- 
signment of motor vehicles for a con- 
tinuing period of time to the exclusive 
use of each person served or (b) for the 
furnishing of transportation services de- 
signed to meet the distinct need of each 
individual customer.” 

The compromise proposal in addition 
would give the I.C.C. power within 180 
days after its enactment to convert a 
non-conforming contract carrier to com- 
mon carrier status “of the same com- 
modities between the same points or 
within the same territory.” 

In the section of the Commission’s bill 
giving the I.C.C. power to prescribe con- 
tract carrier permit terms, the com- 
promise version would add this quali- 
fication: 

“Provided further, that no terms, con- 
ditions or limitations shall be imposed 
in any permit issued on or before [enact- 
ment] which shall restrict the right of 
the carrier to substitute similar contracts 
within the scope of such permit; or to 
add contracts within the scope of such 
permit unless upon investigation on its 
own motion or petition of an interested 
carrier the Commission shall find that 
the scope of the additional operations 
of the carrier is not confined to those 
of a contract carrier as defined in sec- 
tion 203(a)(15), as amended [enact- 
ment].” 


House Report is Published 
On I.C.C. 4th Section Bill 


The House interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee has filed with the House 
the formal report of its approval of 
the Commission’s “fourth section” bill 
(S. 937). 

The bill would eliminate the present 
requirement for Commission approval 
before publication of circuituous-route 
rates competitive with direct-route rates 
of the same type of carrier. 

The House unit’s report generally fol- 
lowed the lines of an earlier report on 
the same bill by the Senate interstate 
and foreign commerce committee, stat- 
ing that the proposal would smooth the 
Commission’s administrative work and 
also aid shippers and Carriers. 


House and Senate Approve 


Seaway Bills, Views Differ 


The House and Senate on June 26 
passed bills (H.R. 5728 and S. 1174) which 
would increase the borowing power of the 
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corp. 
from $105 million to $140 million to take 
care of increased costs of construction 
of the St. Lawrence Seaway. 

The bills would also authorize the cor- 
poration to defer interest on the bonds 
it sells to the U.S. Treasury to finance 
the American portion of the seaway and 
generally would clarify and expand the 
corporation’s administrative powers. 

In addition, the House accepted.a rec- 
ommendation by its public works com- 
mittee that the bill be changed to spec- 
ify that any further cost increases ex- 
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ceeding $1 million would have to be 
justified to Congress. 

Language of the House committee pil] 
was accepted with two changes on Jiine 
25 by the foreign relations commi‘tee 
and the latter committee’s bill was passed 
by the Senate. 

The foreign relations committee voted 
to amend its version of the seaway bill] 
(S. 1174) to read exactly like the House 
bill with these two additional change:: 

The corporation would be require: to 
stay within the original 50-year limi: in 
paying off the bonds, and any interest 
deferred would have to be compour ded 
semi-annually. 

If the House refuses to accept the two 
additional Senate changes, a confer: nce 
committee will be named to adjust the 
differences. 


Full Military Use of U.S. 
Airlines Asked of Wilson 


The Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States has proposed that the 
Senate appropriations committee direct 
Secretary of Defense Wilson to make 
maximum use of commercial airlines for 
transportation of military personnel and 
equipment in fiscal 1958, reducing ex- 
penditures on the Military Air Transport 
Service. 

The chamber suggested that the direc- 
tive take the form of a letter to Secre- 
tary Wilson stating: 

“. . It is the wish of the committee 
that within the 1958 appropriations for 
operations, maintenance and military 
personnel, the Defense Department show 
a reduction in expenditures on M.A.TS. 
and other government-owned air trans- 
port activities to a point below that ex- 
pended for the 1957 fiscal year... 
these funds then to be applied toward 
greater use of United States commercial 
air lines in meeting (military) air and 
sea lift requirements.” 

The Secretary would also be requested 
to report progress in this respect by 
January 1, 1958. 

The chamber proposal was contained 
in testimony before the appropriations 
defense subcommittee by Perry M. 
Shoemaker, President of the Detaware, 
Lackawanna & Western Railroad. 


In a similar statement before the 
defense appropriations subcommittee of 
the Senate appropriations committee, 
Sidney Maestre, chairman of the Mer- 
cantile Trust Co. of St. Louis, said that 
Congress should instruct the military 
services to rely on privately-owned and 
operated transport facilities to the maxi- 
mum extent possible, rather than con- 
tinue expanding M.A.TS. 


Mr. Maestre was speaking for the 
Transportation Association of America, 
of which he is a director. 


While emphasizing that T.A.A. was not 
opposing operations of M.A.T.S. which 
were necessary for security reasons oF 
were needed to maintain a “reasonable” 
specialized government-owned service to 
serve as a nucleus for wartime expan- 
sion. Mr. Maestre said there had been 
an extensive expansion of M.A.T.S. in 
the last five years and the progressive 
decline in use of civil air transport for 
military airlift. 

The number of M.A.T.S. passengers 
jumped from 345,000 in 1951 to 854,000 in 
1956, with civil air carriers getting oP’ 
5.5 per cent of the tremendous increas~, 
he said, and tons of cargo and mail 
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increased in the five years from 63,000 
to 165,000, with civil carriers getting 
even less of the tonnage than five years 
ago. 

The military should be instructed, Mr. 
Maestre said, to give greater considera- 
tion to utilizing civil air transport for 
the following reasons: 

“1. Services performed and equipment 
used by civil air carriers are very simi- 
lar to those of M.A.T.S. 

“2. Costs to the government, both in 
air transport operations and in airline 
subsidies, will be less if civil air transport 
is used. 

“3. Civil aircraft are suitable, after 
certain modifications, for immediate use 
for military airlift in time of emergency. 

“4. The airlines claim they are ‘fit, 
willing and able’ to perform the services 
required.” 


A.A.R.’s Train Brake Rules 
Would Become Commission’s 
Under Senate Committee Bill 


The Senate interstate and foreign - 


commerce committee on June 26 
voted to report a bill which would 
specify that the train brake stand- 
ards of the Association of American 
Railroads would become the I.C.C. 
rules 30 days after the bill was signed 
into law. 


The committee thus changed an I.C.C. 
proposed bill (S. 1386) which would have 
given the Commission the authority to 
write its own rules and regulations for the 
installation, inspection, maintenance and 
repair of power or train brakes. 

The new draft of the bill provides 
that, after they became the I.C.C. stand- 
ards, the A.A.R. regulations could be 
revised by the Commission only after a 
hearing. 

The A.A.R. rules are those set forth 
in the “red book’”—the Manual of Brake 
and Train Air Signal Equipment pub- 
lished by the A.A.R.’s mechanical di- 
vision. 

The new bill provides that any changes 
made in the A.A.R. standards between 
now and the time the bill is finally 
enacted would become part of the I.C.C. 
regulations. 


Congressional Group Calls 
For Cut in Federal Spending 


Programs, such as the highway plans, 


which appeared to contain “built-in” 
expansion features stand in the way of 
reduced federal government spending 
and tax reductions, the subcommittee on 
fiscal policy said in a report to the 
Joint Economic Committee of Congress 
on “Fiscal Policy Implications of the 
Economic Outlook and Budget Develop- 
ments.” 


The Congress and the administration 
should increase efforts to find means for 
“reducing the scope of present federal 
spending programs,” the subcommittee 
said, adding that “close review of the 
substance of present programs, prospects 
for their future expansion or contraction, 
and their contributions to the nation’s 


economic progress compared with private 
uses of the resources they demand will 
be necessary to effect major reductions 
in federal expenditures.” 

Later in its report the subcommittee 
said that, since continuation of the post- 
war average rate of growth in gross na- 
tional product might be expected to pro- 
duce about $3 billion annually in 
additional revenue, “preventing further 
growth in federal spending will permit 
substantial tax reductions contributing to 
a growing level of private demand.” 


1956 Version of Forwarder 
Licensing Bill ls Approved 


By Senate Commerce Group 


The Senate interstate and foreign 
commerce committee voted on June 
26 to revise a Commission-written 
bill (S. 1382) to tighten licensing 
of freight forwarders so that it 
would read exactly like a bill passed 
by the Senate on June 19, 1956 
(S. 3365). 


The committee held no hearing on the 
measure this year, apparently acting 
on the basis of its 1956 hearing on S. 
3365. 

As now amended, S. 1382 would change 
section 410(d) of the interstate com- 
merce act so as to remove, with one 
exception, the existing ban on Commis- 
sion denial of forwarder rights applica- 
tions solely on the ground that the pro- 
posed service would be competitive with 
an existing forwarder service. 

The committee specified that an ex- 
ception would be made of forwarder 
applications from corporations “con- 
trolled by or under common control with” 
a railroad. 

The I.C.C. had proposed, in its seven- 
tieth annual report and in the bill 
later written to implement that report, 
(S. 1382) that certificates of public con- 
venience and necessity be made a re- 
quirement for forwarder rights. 

The Commission version of S. 1382 also 
proposed automatic denial of forwarder 
applications from railroads, motor car- 
rier and water carriers but also would 
have stated that no application from a 
corporation “controlled or under common 
control” with a railroad, motor carrier 
or water carrier would have been denied 
solely because of that relationship. 

As it now will be reported to the Sen- 
ate, S. 1382 would change section 410(d) 
to read as follows: 

“The Commission shall not deny au- 
thority to engage in the whole or in any 
part of the proposed service covered by 
any application made under this section 
by a corporation controlled by, or under 
common control with, a common carrier 
subject to part I of this act solely on 
the ground that such service will be in 
competition with the service subject to 
this part performed by any other freight 
forwarder or freight forwarders.” 

In 1956, the Senate committee reported 
S. 3365 in a form which would have 
removed section 410(d) from the act en- 
tirely. The committee reported that it 
felt such action was needed because 
“sound principles of regulation require 
that all regulated carriers be accorded 
equal protection against improvident and 
wasteful duplication of transportation 
facilities.” 

On the floor of the Senate, however, an 
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amendment to keep the competitive li- 
censing ban on for forwarder applications 
from corporations associated with rail- 
roads was accepted. It was offered by 
Senator Bricker, of Ohio, on the behalf 
of Senator Butler, of Maryland. 

The measure died in the House. 


House Votes $3 Million Cut 
In Postal Transport Money 


The House on June 24 passed a sip- 
plemental appropriations measure in 
which transportation money sought by 
the Post Office Department was cut fiom 
$27 million to $24 million. 

The bill is a supplemental meas ure 
adding to money the department re- 
ceived previously for fiscal year 195.. 

In a report on the measure, trim: ied 
$1612 million in all, the House appro) ,ri- 
ations committee said the additional 324 
million would give the departmeni a 
total of $672 million for transportation 
activities in the year beginning July 1. 

The House version of the suppleme)ital 
bill was accepted on June 25 by the 
Senate appropriations committee. 


House Passes Military Travel 


Excise Tax Exemption Bill 


The House passed without debate and 
sent to the Senate on June 21 a bill 
(H.R. 7954) which would increase the 
transportation excise tax exemption for 
military personnel traveling during fur- 
lough on round-trip tickets from 2.025 
to 2.5 cents a mile. 

In reporting the measure favorably, the 
House ways and means committee said 
that the increase was needed because 
of a forthcoming increase in railroad 
fares for military personnel (T.W., June 
15, p. 86). 

While there was no debate on the 
specific purpose of the bill, Representa- 
tive Fulton, of Pennsylvania, asked 
Representative Cooper, of Tennessee, 
chairman of the committee, if there was 
“any information from the committee 
as to when coal is going to be relieved 
from the transportation tax which was 
put on as a wartime measure.” 

Mr. Cooper asserted that that issue 
was not involved in the pending bill 
and added: 


“IT suggest that the gentleman might 
take that up with the Treasury Depart- 
ment. They have told us they are op- 
posed to any changes in the tax laws 
that will result in the loss of revenue.” 

Representative Fulton commented that 
“I have full confidence in the gentle- 
man and his committee and I thought 
he might be taking up something on his 
own motion.” 


Mr. Cooper made no reply. 


House Passes S.B.A. Bill 


A bill (H.R. 7963) to make the Small 
Business administration a permanent 
agency (T.W., June 22, p. 75) was passed 
by the House and sent to the Senate on 
June 25. 


Civil Works Bill 


The House passed on June 19 an omuni- 
bus appropriations bill carrying $637,532,- 
500 for civil works, including navigaiion 
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project work, by the Army Engineers in 
fiscal 1958. The civil works total was 
$31,748,200 below what had been budget- 
ed by President Eisenhower and $31,150,- 


700 under current appropriations for this 
werk, 









Seven Bills Introduced 
Concerning Ship Sale 


‘even bills have been introduced in 
th: Senate and House to authorize the 
sae of ships by the government. 

dentical resolutions introduced by 
#Senator Saltonstall, of Massachusetts, 
ani Representative Ray, of New York, 
(SJ. Res. 111 and H.J. Res. 377) would 
ex end from one to two years the time 
lin it for the Secretary of Commerce 
to sell certain war-built vessels for utili- 
za'ion on essential trade routes 3 and 4. 

Senator Butler, of Maryland, and Rep- 
re-entative Miller, of Maryland, intro- 


































an! H.R. 8343) which would authorize 
the sale of a troopship of the C-4 type 
} fo: conversion to a passenger and cargo 
ca) rier. 

4% ©identical measures (S.J. Res. 109 and 
aH. 8342) to authorize the sale of one 
Victory-type vessel for conversion to an 
ore and coal carrier for use in Great 
Laxes operations were introduced by 
Senator Butler and Representative Miller. 


The sale of five Liberty-type vessels 
% to Belgium or its citizens for use in the 
exportation of anthracite coal from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to ports in Belgium 
and the Netherlands would be authorized 
by a bill (S. 2378) introduced by Senator 
Clark, of Pennsylvania. 


‘Quarantine’ Bill Signed 


A bill (H.R. 7221) authorizing overtime 
quarantine inspections at American 
ports, financed by the owners of the 
vessels (T.W. June 22, p. 75), was signed 


into law on June 21 by President Eisen- 
hower. 


TRANSPORTATION 
STATISTICS 



















510 New Locomotive Units 
Installed in Five Months 






Class I railroads in the first five 
months of 1957 installed in service 
110 new locomotive units compared with 
{61 in the same period in 1956, the As- 
sociation of American Railroads an- 
nounced. 


“Of the total number placed in serv- 









‘lectric units,” the A.R.R. said. 
same period last year, all were diesel- 
lectric units. 

“Class I railroads installed 119 diesel- 
electric units in May compared with 114 
in April this year and 126 in May 1956. 

“New locomotive units on order on 





diesel-electric and 30 were gas turbine- 
tlectric units. Class I railroads on June 
1, 1956, had 885 new locomotive units on 
der, of which 858 were diesel-electric, 
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A 
15 gas turbine-electric and 12 electric 
units.” 


‘56 Dining Car Revenue Up; 
Expenses Up More; Ratio Is 
141.9 Per Cent Over Income 


Revenues from dining and buffet 
service on Class I line-haul railroads 
increased from $67,800,000 in 1955 
to $68,400,000 in 1956, or by 0.9 per 
cent, but direct expenses increased 
by 2.3 per cent, or from $94,900,000 
in 1955 to $97,100,000 in 1956, accord- 
ing to the June issue of “Transport 


89 


Economics,” the monthly comment 
on transportation statistics pre- 
pared by the Commission’s Bureau 
of Transport Economics and Statis- 
tics and released by the Commission 
as information. 


In consequence, the bureau said, the 
cost to the carriers of producing $1 of 
revenue from dining and buffet service 
increased from $1.400 in 1955 to $1.419 
in 1956, or by 1.9 cents. The total direct 
expense loss from this service in 1956 
was $28,700,000, which was $1,600,000, or 
5.8 per cent, more than the loss in 1955, 
the bureau said. 

The bureau pointed out that the ex- 
penses did not include the cost of trans- 
porting or maintaining dining cars nor 
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any overhead costs incident to the serv- 
ice. 

Figures relating to the expenses and 
ratio of expenses to revenues for 21 large 
railroads were shown in a table. In 1956, 
the ratio of dining and buffet direct ex- 
penses to revenues for the 21 roads 
ranged from 102.9 per cent for the New 
York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad, 
to 190.2 per cent for the Union Pacific 
Railroad. In 1955, the New Haven and 
the Union Pacific also had the lowest and 
highest ratios, 104.2 per cent and 182.5 
per cent, respectively. Of the 21 carriers 
listed, six showed lower ratios in 1956 
than in 1955. 

In the May issue of “Transport Eco- 
nomics,” the Bureau reported the 1956 
railroad passenger deficit as $696,900,000, 
an increase of 9.5 per cent over the 1955 
figure (T.W., June 1, p. 81). 

In response to a question, a bureau 
spokesman said that the 1956 dining and 
buffet deficit was included in the $696,- 
906,000 figure. 

A table in the June issue showed the 
revenues from dining and buffet services 
for 1956 and 1955, respectively, by re- 
gions, as follows: 

Eastern District, $26,073,000 and $25,- 
495,000; Pocahontas Region, $1,902,000 
and $1,913,000, Southern Region, $9,735,- 
000 and $9,311,000, Western District, $30,- 
686,000 and $31,073,000. 

Comparable data regarding expenses, 
for 1956 and 1955, were shown as follows: 

Eastern District, $32,333,000 and $31,- 
224,000; Pocahontas Region, $2,878,000 
and $2,793,000; Southern Region, $12,911,- 
000 and $12,053,000; Western District, 
$48,947,000 and $48,832,000. 


Ratio of expenses to revenues for 1956 


and 1955, respectively, were shown as 


follows: 


Eastern District, 124.0 and 122.5 per 
cent; Pocahontas Region, 151.3 and 146.0 
per cent; Southern Region, 132.6 and 
129.5 per cent; Western District, 159.5 
and 157.2 per cent. 


Rail Passenger Statistics 


Passenger revenues, other than com- 
mutation, of Class I steam railways, ex- 
clusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, totaled $30,936,415 in coaches and 
$17,531,816 in parlor and sleeping cars 
for March, 1957, as against $32,397,738 in 
coaches and $18,419,141 in parlor and 
sleeping cars for March, 1956, decreases 
of 4.5 per cent in coaches and 4.8 per cent 
in parlor and sleeping cars, according 
to a compilation by the Commission’s 
Bureau of Transport Economics and 
Statistics, of passenger traffic statistics, 
other than commutation, statement 
M-250. 

For the three months ended with 
March, 1957, passenger revenues 
amounted to $97,277,003 in coaches and 
$56,105,673 in parlor and sleeping cars, 
as compared with $96,016,718 in coaches 
and $59,156,271 in parlor and sleeping 
cars, for the corresponding period of 
1956, an increase of 1.3 per cent in 
coaches and a decrease of 5.2 per cent 
in parlor and sleeping cars. 


Freight Car Supply Report 


U.S. railroads reported an average 
daily surplus of 26,230 freight cars and 
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an average daily shortage of 1,455 cars 
for the week ended June 15, as compared 
with a surplus of 25,151 cars and a 
shortage of 845 cars, on an average daily 
basis, for the week ended June 8, ac. 
cording to the car service division of 
the Association of American Railrcads. 

The total average daily surplus for 
the latest period consisted of 1 498 
plain box cars, 524 auto box, 117 gonviola, 
513 hopper (includes 399 covered), ,029 
stock, 494 flat, 4,185 refrigerator and 
869 miscellaneous cars. The shortag: for 
that period was made up of 79 plain box 
cars, five auto box, 301 gondola, 968 
hopper (includes eight covered), 100 flat 
and two miscellaneous cars. No short iges 
of stock or refrigerator cars were re- 
ported. 


Seattle Port Commission 


Issues Its Annual Report 


The annual report of the po 
Seattle, Wash., for 1956, conta 
financial statements, reports on acti 
ities during the year, and plan: 
future development, made public by 
H. Savage, president of the Port 
Seattle Commission, June 6, showe 
net income of $44,878 for 1956, as \ 
pared to a net income of $95,297 
1955. 

“The net income, before setting aside 
reserves for depreciation, was $610,758, 
while in 1955 it was $569,675,” Mr. Savage 
said. 

Progress on “the Duwamish Valley 
industrial project,” with the completion 
of a comprehensive plan for study by 
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Thrift sparks new 
iceas in equipment 


Along the New England shore it used 
to »€ common practice to build roads 
an’ paths out of oyster shells. So in- 
steid of having the job of disposing of 
the shells they were put to a good use. 
Th y provided not only a well-drained 
fo. adation but a smooth, well-packed 
su’ ‘ace as well. 


1e New England youths were re- 
so. rceful, too. They used the hoops 
sti oped from wooden barrels to serve 
as ‘rames for canvas canoes they built. 
A mighty smart little craft they 
tu. ied out for a very few dollars. 


\’e on The Milwaukee Road have 
soi ie pretty hard-headed New England- 
er in our lineage and perhaps that’s 
wl y we tend to show the same sort of 
in, enuity in ‘‘make do.’’ 


hen our railroad completed the 
change-over from steam to diesel and 
el.ctrie power we had a lot of steam 
locomotives on our hands. Scrapping 
se med the sensible thing to do with 
th engines, but what about the tenders? 
Couldn’t they be made to serve some 
useful purpose? 


Just the ticket 


We put our minds to the problem. 
Why not turn some of them into snow 
plows? We could use them to help out 
our rotaries in our mountain territory, 
where we sometimes get up to 40 feet 
of snow in the winter. With a plow at 
the front end, the heavy steel frames 
would be just the ticket for bucking 
drifts in the mountains or the prairies. 
Weight? Fill the tenders with gravel! 


It worked fine. Now we have 47 tender 
plows helping our rotaries keep our 
lines clear of snow in the winter. The 
men think they’re great. 


But that didn’t use up the supply of 
tenders, so we dreamed up another 
idea. Terminal cabooses as often as 
not get sandwiched into trains being 
switched. Here again those heavy steel 
tender frames would come in handy. 
Strip the tender down to the frame, build 
a steel house on it with all the comforts 
of home for the crew and we’d have a 
superior type of terminal caboose. 


Safer and cost less 


We did it—and now have a fleet of 16 
of what we believe are the sturdiest 
terminal cabooses on any railroad. 
They cost us only a third as much as 
regular cabooses, they cost less to 
maintain and they are safe for the men. 


_And here’s another ingenious idea— 
if we do say it. We stripped the wooden 
slides from a_ steel-framed gondola, 
leaving the steel skeleton. We ripped 
out the solid floor and installed a stout 
grating. Result: a car that debris and 
snow shake out of—a sort of self-clean- 
ing car. Love that car, said a pipe 
shipper who’d been bothered by having 
to shovel snow and rubbish out of gon- 
dolas before he could load. We’re con- 
verting 500 gondolas to the new ‘‘Peek- 
a-boo’’ style. 


_ Resourceful? It’s all part of our con- 
tinuing effort to serve shippers better. 


The Expediter 


THE MILWAUKE 









New facilities 
for Shippers 


New cars, new tools expedite freight service. Special 
cars for modern industrial needs. . . three ‘‘push-button” 
yards at strategic points . . . advanced automation in 
maintenance and operation. 28,000 skilled railroaders 
are using these new tools for better service. 


for Passengers 


New type terminal 
caboose seen from 
Super Dome 


Take it easy on a Milwaukee Road streamliner. Enjoy 
luxuries such as Super Domes, Dome Diners and Skytop 
Lounges; economies such as Touralux sleepers. Comfort 
and courtesy go with you on the friendly Railroad of 
the friendly West. 

Try the train—the right train. Ask your Milwaukee 
Road man for full information. 


GREATEST SUPER DOMES 


Olympian Hiawatha (Chicago-Seattle-Tacoma) 


FLEET IN AM Twin Cities Hiawatha 


PM Twin Cities Hiawatha 


THE WEST ~— STREAMLINERS 


City of San Francisco 
City of Denver 
Pioneer Limited (Chicago-St. Paul-Minneapolis) 


J. M. Cunningham DOMELINERS 


General Freight 
Traffic Manager City of Los Angeles 
Chicago 6, Ill. The Challenger (Chicago-Los Angeles) 
City of Portland 












> UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 


Omaha, 2. Nebr 


DID YOU GET 
YOUR 1957 
REVISED 


SCHEDULE? 


Shippers: Write or phone your 
nearest TIME terminal for your 
copy of this valuable booklet. 


T.1.M.E. 


INCORPORATED 
GENERAL OFFICES; P.O. BOX 1120, LUBBOCK, TEXAS 


THE SCHEDULED TRANSCONTINENTAL 
MOTOR CARRIER 








the port commission, was reported by 
that agency. 

Among the major construction projects 
begun in 1956, according to the report, 
were a $450,000 extension to Transit Shed 
No. 5 at East Waterway Terminal, a 
$450,000 overseas airmail post office at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, to 
be leased to the U.S. Post Office Depart- 
ment, and a $100,000 net shed at Fisher- 
men’s Terminal at Salmon Bay. 


Canadian Carloadings Lag 
6.8 Per Cent Behind 1956 


Cars of revenue freight loaded on 
Canadian railways totaled 85,827 in the 
seven-day period ended June 7, a de- 
crease of 64 per cent from the 91,703 
cars in the same period of 1956, accord- 
ing to the Dominion Bureau of Statis- 
tics, Ottawa, Canada. 

Principal commodities moved in re- 
duced volume were grain, 8,426 cars 
(versus 11,132 in 1956); grain products, 
2,024 (2,446); non-ferrous ores and con- 
centrates, 2,073 (3,606); crude petroleum, 
559 (1,043), and merchandise, L.C.L., 
13,604 (14,959). The main commodities 
transported in more cars were iron ore, 
7,600 (6,012), and pulpwood, 3,914 (3,178). 
Cars received from connections dropped 
4.8 per cent, to 30,737 from 32,280. 

The bureau said loadings were down 
4.8 per cent in the east, from 59,477 to 
56,622 cars, and 9.4 per cent in the west, 
from 32,226 to 29,205 cars. Receipts from 
connections decreased 5.3 per cent in the 
east, from 28,083 to 26,581 cars, and 1.0 
per cent in the west, from 4,197 to 
4,156 cars. 


Carloadings from January 1 to June 7, 
affected by a nine-day strike in the 
early part of the year against the Ca- 
nadian Pacific Railway Co., totaled 
1,672,897, a decline of 6.8 per cent from 
the 1,795,660 cars in the same period last 
year, according to the bureau. Cars 
received from connections were down 5.1 
per cent, from 781,604 to 741,867. 


Traffic at San Diego Port 


Port traffic at the Port of San Diego, 
Calif., increased almost 13,000 tons last 
year over 1955, it has been reported by 
the Harbor Department. General cargo 
handled over the city-owned piers last 
year totaled 230,935 tons, compared with 
218,028, the department said, adding that 
larger cotton exports helped make up 
the difference. 


TRANSPORTATION 
EDUCATION 


Booklet Gives Requisites 
For Safety Certification 


Requirements for certification in motor 
fieet safety work, as recently revised, are 
contained in a booklet released June 24 
by the National Committee for Motor 
Fleet Supervisor Training. 

G. D. Sontheimer, chairman of the 
organization’s committee on certification 
and director of the department of safety 
of the American Trucking Associations, 
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Inc., said applications would have to be 
received by September 14 to be acted on 
this year. 

The booklet, he said, included data on 
certification as safety director, safety 
supervisor and driver trainer. Courses 
for credit toward certification were being 
offered this year by about 30 colleges 
and universities, he said. 


Use ‘Statesmanship’ on Rate 
Problems, Is Advice to Traffic 


Course Graduates at Detroit 
(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World 


Application of “statesmanship” to 
the solution of rate problems was 
urged on students graduating from 
the College of Advanced Traffic, in 
exercises at the Statler hotel in De- 
troit, Mich.. June 17, by Grant Arn- 
old, of Philadelphia, Pa., general 
traffic manager of E. J. Lavino & Co. 
and president of the National Indus- 
trial Traffic League. 


As principal speaker on the graduation 
program, Mr. Arnold, in discussion of 
rates, advised the graduates to look be- 
hind the tariffs, to determine the basis 
of the rates and whether they met com- 
mercial needs, and then to apply states- 
manship to solve the problem. 


“A drive to lower rates,” he admon- 
ished, “may not always serve a useful 
purpose in the long run. Industrial men 
recognize a financially strong carrier 
system under private ownership must 
be maintained. Industry could not oper- 
ate without carriers, any more than a 
carrier can operate without shippers. 
Therefore, it becomes a mutual problem 
of industries and carriers to see that 
there is always a reliable and dependable 
transportation system to meet the needs 
of commerce and defense of our nation.” 


Selection of' Transport Media 


Some day, he told the graduates, they 
would have to cope with the problem of 
services of different modes of transport. 
Competition among carriers in the same 
industry, such as private, contract and 
common carriers, he said, would have to 
be considered. He advised against pre- 
conceived ideas on such matters. 


“One might at first be convinced that 
private and contract motor carriers, or 
even the leasing of vehicles,” he con- 
tinued, “are like waves lapping away 
the sands around the foundations sup- 
porting the common motor carriers and 
the railroads. If permitted to continue, 
the foundation will some day crumble, 
and with it fall the transportation sys- 
tem so heavily relied upon by so many 
firms. Certainly such arguments merit 
serious consideration. 


“However, not to be overlooked is the 
fact that frequently the commercial needs 
of a shipper or shippers can be met only 
through such arrangements as leasing, 
private or contract motor carriers. Should 
this shipper, or shippers, be deprived of 
this more economical and efficient means 
of doing business? There really are no 
set rules governing. Each case is peculiar 
unto itself. Believe me, when you are 
faced with such problems, you have to 
draw upon everything you have learned 
at the College of Advanced Traffic.” 


Mr. Arnold counseled the graduates 
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to face their challenge with confidence. 
Likening his audience to wood crafts- 
men, he continued: 

“One might possess the best lathe 
ma ufactured and the finest set of turn- 
ing tools ever developed; yet the prod- 
uct would not turn out well because the 
too.s were improperly applied. So it is 
wit. you. The way you apply the tools, 
wh ch in your case are the basic prin- 
cip 2s and fundamentals of traffic and 
tra \sportation, will determine the quality 
of he product. You have the finest tools 
an. all should turn out the best of work.” 
raduated during the ceremonies were 
14 students of the class of January, 
195 , and 26 students of the class of June, 
19; . The College of Advanced Traffic 
co.rse at Detroit is a project of the 
Tr. fic Club of Detroit. 


TRANSPORT SERVICES 
AND PRODUCTS 


=~ 







Mason-Dixon Orders 50 Trucks 


“he truck and coach division of the 
General Motors Corp. has announced 
that Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., of 
Kingsport, Tenn., has ordered 50 General 
Motors “Blue Chip” trucks. Thirty are 
model F375 trucks with general delivery 
bodies, according to G.M.C., and the 
others are model F451A highway tractors. 


New Ship for Ward Line 





This is an artist’s conception of the appearance 
of the first of the new Ward Line vessels to 
be built in a vessel replacement program of the 
Ward-Garcia Corp. calling for construction of 
10 ships within the next six years. The keel 
of the first vessel was laid recently. The corpo- 
ration says that in the first phase of its con- 
struction program four vessels, especially de- 
signed for the New York to Mexico run of the 
Ward Line, will be built, at the Atlantic Ship 
Building Co. in England. Each ship will be of 
4,100 deadweight tons, with the engine room, 
bridge and crew’s quarters aft. With a speed of 
15 knots, these vessels are expected to reduce 
the duration of the voyage from New York to 
Veracruz by 24 hours, with an average voyage 
time of five and one-half days, the Ward Line 
says. It anticipates launching of the first ship 
in September, and says this vessel will enter 
service on or about April 1, 1958. 


K.L.M. Soon Will Begin 
Houston-Amsterdam Flights 
K.L.M. Royal Dutch Airlines has an- 


hounced that it will inaugurate trans- 
Atlantic air service between Houston, 
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STREAMLINE 
YOUR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT! 


WE AGREE—running a traffic department is never going 
to be a bed of roses, no matter how you look at it. But 
professionally trained personnel can contribute substantially 
toward making a smoothly running, successful operation. 


The Academy of Advanced Traffic, New York and Phila- 
delphia has for 27 years offered high-level, professional 
training in transportation and traffic management—with 
courses both for beginners and for personnel already in the 
field who wish to advance to executive status. 


Whether you are interested in a special program 
for members of your department, or courses for 
yourself, your inquiry on the attached 
coupon will receive prompt and 
courteous attention. 


ADVANCED 
TRAFFIC 


(Philadelphia area residents may address in- 
quiries to the Academy of Advanced Traffic, 
Market St. Natl. Bank Blidg., Market & Juniper 
Sts., Philadelphia 7) 


Academy of Advanced Traffic 
63 Vesey Street 
New York 7, N.Y. 


Please send me information about your courses in transportation and traffic 
management. I understand that this request places me under no obligation. 


Name 





Address 





Zone 








City 
ATW 3-23 







Freight Transportation 


CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY | 
RAILROAD 


~ Always specify © 


NILW, 
Cexpeese” 
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Safe - swift - sure 


Southern Pacific 
serves more of the 
West and Southwest 
than any other 

railroad. 


Southern Pacific 


The West's Largest Transportation System 





Tex., and Amsterdam, Holland, Septem- 
ber 3. 

The flight from Houston, the airline 
said, would take 18 hours, with a stop at 
Montreal, Canada. The Amsterdam-to- 
Houston flight will require 21 hours and 
45 minutes, according to K.L.M., which 
said it would use Douglas DC-7C planes 
for the new service. 


Cotton Belt Will Build 
Electronic Gravity Yard 


At an estimated cost of $5.5 million, 
an electronic gravity yard will be con- 
structed by the Cotton Belt Railroad at 
Pine Bluff, Ark., according to an an- 
nouncement by H. J. McKenzie, presi- 
dent, who said the yard will have 46 
miles of track. 

“It will be one of the most modern 
electronic yards of its type in the na- 
tion,” Mr. McKenzie said. “Every fea- 
ture will be provided, such as adequate 
signaling, pneumatic tube system, radio, 
intercoms, yardmaster’s tower, together 
with complete flood lighting for round- 
the-clock work.” 

He said there would be nine receiving 
and departure tracks, each with a ca- 
pacity of 140 cars, equipped with re- 
motely controlled switches “so trains 
may enter and depart without stopping.” 
Twenty eight’ classification tracks 
would be provided with a total capacity 
of 1300 cars, but the yard design was 
such that it could be expanded to 40 
classification tracks, Mr. McKenzie said. 

In addition to the classification tracks, 
he said, the new yard would contain 
rip track facilities for making repairs 
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to 70 freight cars a a time and also 
contain a 56-car capacity track for 
cleaning cars. The local and storage yard 
would have eight tracks with a capacity 
of 357 cars, Mr. McKenzie said, adding: 

“The new yard will permit additicna] 
blocking of trains and will improve de- 
livery to rail connections and consignees, 
as well as expedite furnishing of equip. 
ment to shippers.” 

Grading should be completed by the 
end of the year, Mr. McKenzie said, «dd- 
ing that it would involve moving 25 
million cubic yards of earth at an csti- 
mated cost of $1 million. Part of the 
new project, he said, would be in op:ra- 
tion about December, 1958, and the 
entire yard should be in operation by 
June, 1959. 


N.P. Station in Montana 


Construction work on a new Nortnern 
Pacific Railway passenger and freight 
station at Forsyth, Mont., is scheduled 
to begin early in July and be comp!eted 
by December 1, according to an an- 
nouncement of the awarding of the con- 
tract by the railroad. The new layout, 
the railroad said, would include a 1,150- 
foot concrete platform along the main 
line track. 


Panagra to Begin, July 7, 
Miami-Peru Cargo Flights 


Panagra (Pan American-Grace Air- 
ways) has announced that on July 7 it 
will begin “the first regularly scheduled 
one-plane all-cargo service” between the 


Milestone in Pullman-Standard Freight Car Production 


The ten-thousandth standardized covered hopper car made by the Pullman-Standard Car Manv- 
facturing Co. at its plant at Butler, Pa., is delivered to the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Co. 
The PS-2 car was presented to the Minneapolis & St. Louis in a ceremony June 19 by J. W. 


Scallan (left), vice-president and general manager of Pullman-Standard. 
at the Butler plant, was attended by more than 1,500 employes. 


The ceremony, held 
Pullman-Standard said the 


PS-2 first was offered to the railroads in 1953 and that the first order of 30 cars was delivered 


that December to the Monon Railroad. Shown with Mr. 


Scallan are A. W. Schroeder 


(center), 


president of the M. & St. L., who accepted the car in behalf of the railroad, and Harry S. 'agon, 
manager of works at the Butler plant. 
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iding; |pevishable bulk goods, Panagra said, 

iticna] weld operate once a week between Mi- 
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of the da’ at Lima after a scheduled landing 
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on by ac and Talara, Peru. Northbound 
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eduled Ar erican World Airways’ new cargo 
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1,150- would be open around the clock, seven 

main days a week, to accept cargo. 
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This box car, with polyester resin (plastic) coat- 
ing applied over glass cloth on the floor and 
over the plywood side and end lining, is de- 
scribed by the Reading Railroad as an example 
of a ‘new and improved technique’ it has de- 
veloped to rehabilitate ‘bad order’ box cars. 
The technique, the railroad says, increases the 
output of repaired cars 40 per cent, produces 
a stronger and more durable interior and has 
more customer ‘eye appeal.’ The plastic floor- 
ing, Reading said, would not absorb foreign 
matter or odors and could be washed clean. 
The cars also are being fitted with new metal 
door post covers slotted for use of high-tension 


bands. 












North American Will Move 







Man B Household Goods to Italy 
way Oo. 

, JW. James D. Edgett, president of North 
y, held American Van Lines, Inc., has announced 





aid the 
lelivered 
(center), 
Hagan, 


that the company “has extended its 
overseas household good-moving services 
to Italy for all branches of the military.” 

He said North American would trans- 
port the goods in conex boxes on military 
















P i 
transport ships, to be handled through 
the ports of New York City, Norfolk, Va., 
and New Orleans, La., in this country, 
and Venice and Leghorn in Italy. The 
Italian transportation firm of Fratelli 
Gondrand, of Florence, will serve as 
North American’s representative there, 
according to Mr. Edgett. 


Something New in Truck Tires 










Executives of the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. 
inspect truck tires, described by the company 
as ‘history-making’ and made of a new syn- 
thetic rubber called Natsyn, which, the com- 
pany says, ‘resembles natural rubber, now used 
largely in big truck tires.’ The inspection is 
made as a coast-to-coast test truck stops in 
Akron, O. In the photograph, left to right, 
are John J. Hartz, development manager, tire 
division; Russell DeYoung, executive vice-presi- 
dent; H. J. Osterhof, director of research, and 
Dr. R. P. Dinsmore, vice-president in charge 
of research and development of Goodyear. Ac- 
cording to the company, the Natsyn tires 
proved equal to the natural rubber tires in 
the cross-country test. 


‘Piggyback’ Barge, Built 
At River Port, Launched 


Patrick Calhoun Jr., president of the 
Jeffersonville Boat & Machine Co., a 
subsidiary of the American Barge Line 
Co., announced on June 17 that “the 
first ‘piggyback’ barge built by an inland 
American shipyard” was scheduled to be 
launched the afternoon of June 20, at 
Jeffersonville, Ind., on the Ohio River. 


“The ‘piggyback,’ which utilizes a 
method of placing one barge on top of 
another for long trips, will be part of an 
order for 44 barges being built for deliv- 
ery to the Maracaibo Marine Service, 
C.A.,” said Mr. Calhoun. “They will be 
towed from New Orleans to Lake Mara- 
caibo, Venezuela, a distance of 3,000 
miles and will be used to service der- 
ricks drilling for oil there. Bernard P. 
McDonough president of the Maracaibo 
Marine Service, expects to have the 
barges on their way to South America 
by July 10. The trip to Lake Maracaibo 
will take 20 days.” 


Mr. Calhoun explained that the 
“piggyback” method of building served 
two important time-saving and money- 
saving purposes for long trips. The 
present practice, he said, was to tow 
only two barges at a time from New 
Orleans to Venezuela. The new barge 
construction, he stated, would per- 


mit the towing of three units of two 
barges each at one time, with the top 
barge serving as ballast for the lower 
one and thereby preventing damage to 
the barge in rough seas. 
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New $375,000 Motor Freight Terminal at St. Louis 


eS a net ees cents ee me 


Merchants Motor Freight, Inc., of St. Paul, Minn., spent $375,000 to build this fireproof terminal, 


of concrete construction, to handle its business in the St. Louis, Mo., area. 


Recently completed, the 


terminal is located at 3621 Gratiot Street, in what the company describes as ‘the hub of St. Louis’ 


motor freight industry.’ 


It was the second move of Merchants within seven years. 


Joining in the 


formal dedication ceremonies, attended by nearly 2,000 industrial leaders, were Stanley L. Waise, 
president of Merchants; Carl A. Holmgren, vice-president of sales, and Jack Kelly, purchasing 
agent, all of St. Paul. 


PERSONAL NEWS 


| SHIPPERS | 


The promotion of Joseph C. Gruber to 
traffic manager of the jack division of 
the Duff-Norton Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
has been announced by the company, a 
producer of industrial jacks and hoists. 
Mr. Gruber formerly had been manager 
of the shipping department, and has 
been with Duff-Norton 21 years. 


G. F. Walsh has been appointed traffic 
manager of Page-Hersey Tubes, Ltd., To- 
ronto, Ontario, Canada, replacing C. W. 
Middleton, who has 
retired after 49 
years of service 
with the company. 
In an announce- 
ment of his ap- 
pointment, the 
company said that 
Mr. Walsh, who 
joined Page-Her- 
sey’s traffic depart- 
ment in 1950, had 
had a long associa- 
tion with traffic 
circles, having 
served for 10 years 
in the freight traffic department of the 
Canadian National Railways at London, 
Hamilton, and Toronto. 


G. F. Walsh 


Bill Robinson has been appointed traf- 
fic manager of the National Can Co. 
plant at Baltimore, Md., replacing Ben 
Blubaugh, who has been made personnel 
manager of that plant. Mr. Robinson 
formerly was shipping supervisor. 


The Youngstown Sheet and Tube Co., 
Youngstown, O., has announced appoint- 
ment of Donald C. Mead as district traf- 
fic manager, with headquarters at Chi- 
cago, Ill., effective July 1, succeeding 
John M. Mulholland, who will retire on 
June 30 after 25 years with the company. 
John J. McDermott has been made as- 
sistant to the general traffic manager, 
with headquarters at Youngstown, O., 


and Lawrence A. Sowash has been ap- 
pointed assistant district traffic manager 
at Chicago, also effective July 1. 


Frank N. Bowers, president of the 
International Freighting Corporation, a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of E. I. du Pont 
de Nemours & Co., Wilmington, Del., 
will retire on June 30 after a career of 
41 years in the shipping industry, the 
du Pont company has announced. Mr. 
Bowers joined International Freighting 
(now in the process of dissolution) in 
1921, and served as director of traffic be- 
fore his election to the presidency in 
1940. 


Northern Chemical Industries, Inc., of 
Baltimore, Md., has announced that, ef- 
fective June 1, H. W. McGorrill, formerly 
assistant traffic manager at Baltimore, 
was transferred to Searsport, Me., as 
supervisor of transportation and O. L. 
Orchard, formerly plant traffic manager 
at Searsport, became supervisor of dis- 
tribution at Searsport. 


Lewis T. Cuthbert, traffic manager of 
American Encaustic Tiling Co., Inc., and 
American-Olean Tile Co., Lansdale, Pa., 
has announced the appointment of David 
H. Wetzel as assistant traffic manager, 
effective June 17. Mr. Wetzel was for- 
merly associated with Ward Trucking 
Corp., Altoona, Pa., Stoner-Mudge, Inc., 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and National Biscuit 
Co., New York, N.Y. 


| CARRIERS | 


Motor—— 


George A. Luke has been promoted to 
sales manager of the Lifschultz Fast 


Communications for this department 
should be mailed to Editorial Department, 
Traffic World, $15 Washington Building, 
Washington 5, D. C. 
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Freight terminal at Boston, Mass., suc- 
ceeding Stearns S. Smiley, who recently 
was made manager of the Lifschultz 
terminal at Springfield, Mass. 


The election of Luke A. Murray as 
vice-president of Johnson Motor Lines, 
Inc., Charlotte, N.C., has been an- 

nounced by M. £. 
Sheahan, presicient 
of the compeny. 
Mr. Murray will 
serve as vice 
president in acdi- 
tion to his dutic 
secretary. He 
been in the m 
freight transpo 
tion field since 1935, 
having been  m- 
ployed by Me- 
Carthy Fre:cht 
System, Horton 
Motor Lines in New 
York City, and Associated Transport be- 
fore joining Johnson Motor Lines in 1945 
as one of its original directors and offi- 
cers. Mr. Murray was recently elected to 
serve on the industrial relations com- 
mittee of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, Inc., representing the motor 
freight industry in North Carolina and 
South Carolina. 


S. F. Niness, president of Leaman 
Transportation and Chemical Tank 
Lines, Inc., Dowingtown, Pa., has an- 
nounced appointment of Thomas R. 
Greenleaf as assistant to the president 
and A. J. Schliep as _ vice-president— 
sales. Mr. Schliep started with the com- 
pany in 1951, has worked in the operat- 
ing, engineering and technical depart- 
ments. Mr. Schliep started with the com- 
pany in 1954 after many years in the 
dry freight transportation field. 


T. W. Holmgren has been made vice- 
president—sales and Barry Rogers vice- 
president—import/export division of the 
Globe Freight Service, of Los Angeles, 
Calif. Mr. Holmgren previously was 
general sales manager and director of 
sales for Slick Airways, Inc., and Mr. 
Rogers was export-import coordinator 
and manager of the international divi- 
sion of the Flying Tiger Line. 


In a series of personnel changes an- 
nounced by Joe A. Brown, Jr., general 
operations manager of Merchants Motor 
Freight, St. Paul, Minn., J. R. McGloth- 
lin, former vice-president of American 
Transport, becomes director of a new 
division for loss prevention, with head- 
quarters in St. Paul; Odin Nelson has 
been made director of operations; Carl 
Van Buskirk has been promoted to as- 
sistant director of operations; Everett 
Jones, formerly manager of Merchant’s 
terminal at Toledo, O., who has been 
made manager of the terminal at De- 
troit, Mich., succeeding Walter Pronyk, 
resigned; William Thompson succeeds 
Mr. Jones at Toledo, and Edward Cody, 
becomes supervisor in the loss prevention 
division. 


Parkman Sayward, vice-president o! 
sales and traffic for Pacific Intermoun- 
tain Express, has announced the appoint- 
ment of William T. Moreland as admin- 
istrative asistant, Albert H. Boynton a: 
director of public relations and adver- 
tising. Richard N. Cooledge traffic rep- 
resentative with the tanker division. 
Moreland joined P.I.E. in 1954 att 
seven years with a predecessor company, 
West Coast Fast Freight, and most re- 
cently has been in traffic and sales 4s- 
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Last year, the New York Central System or- 
dered 11,250 new 70-ton coal hoppers, at a cost 
of $82,555,500. Delivery on this purchase order 
has already commenced. Hoppers are running out 
of the car builder’s shop in increasing numbers. 

These new 70-ton hoppers on order added to 
the Central’s and the P. & L.E.’s coal cars already 


in service, brings the total of the New York 
Central System’s coal fleet up to 41,764 cars. 

As the delivery of the new coal hoppers on 
order gains momentum, more and more coal 
operators and coal users will benefit from New 
York Central’s determination to speed deliveries 
from mine to market. 
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signments at the P.LE. office at Chicago, 
Ill. Mr. Boynton, who the past year has 
been assistant to the vice-president— 
sales and traffic, joined the truck com- 
pany in 1951 after being superintendent 
in personnel administration for United 
Air Lines, Inc. Mr. Cooledge joined the 
company with the merger into it of Sys- 
tem Tank Lines, with which he was a 
rate clerk. 


The appointment of Wayne E. Lucore 
as traffic manager of Ringsby Truck 
Lines, Inc., with headquarters at the 
company’s general 
office in Denver, 
Colo., has been ak- 
nounced by Ray A 
Petersen, vice- 
president in charge 
of sales and traffic. 
Mr. lLucore, who 
has been with 
Ringsby for the last 
six years, was for- 
merly assistant 
general traffic 
manager. Calvin C. 
Clymo, former rate 
auditor, has been 
named assistant traffic manager to fill 
the vacancy created by Mr. Lucore’s 
promotion, Russell E. Giltner has been 
promoted from rate clerk to supervisor 
of rate auditing for Ringsby. Messrs. 
Clymo and Giltner will also have head- 
quarters in Denver. 


W. E. Lucore 


Scribner Birlenbach, president of 
Transcon Lines, Los Angeles, Calif., has 
announced the promotion of David R. 
Stewart to vice-president and treasurer. 
Mr. Stewart formerly was manager of 
cost controls and assistant to the con- 
troller of the Hughes Aircraft Co., and 
a vice-president, director and treasurer 
of Slick Airways, Inc. 


John W. Ferguson has been appointed 
a vice-president of Spector—Mid-States, 
Chicago, Ill., and will head the com- 
pany’s newly estab- 
lished equipment 
and properties divi- 
sion, according to 
an announcement 
by W. Stanhaus, 
president. Mr. Fer- 
guson was vice- 
president — trans- 
portation of Mid- 
States Freight 
Lines, Inc., before 
its recent merger 
with Spector 
Freight System, Inc. 
In the new position, 
he will be in charge of all city and over- 
the-road trailer and tractor equipment 
and will be responsible for the direction 
of the company’s maintenance program 
and facilities, as well as the maintenance 
of terminal buildings. He joined Mid- 
States in 1948. 


J. W. Ferguson 


Harold B. Richardson has been ap- 
pointed sales manager of the Detroit 
division of Red Star Transit Co., Inc., 
effective June 17, it has been announced 
by J. L. McNamara, director of sales— 
central division. Mr. Richardson has 
been with the company 10 years. 


The appointment of the following three 
regional managers has been announced 
by North American Van Lines, Inc., 
through William L. Sneltjes, vice-presi- 
dent—sales: B. Frank Mills, at Cedar 
Rapids, Ia.; Kenlon H. Brockwell, at 
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NEW PORT TERMINAL—Marine cargo shed 
now under construction will process 
$1,000,000 in commodities monthly. Five 
years’ harbor tolls will repay funds advanced 
by Matson Navigation Co. for the building on 
the site of their preferential-assigned marine 
terminal. Later earnings will finance other 
facilities. 


*A $150,000,000 municipally-owned port, serving the 
third largest industrial empire in the United States. 
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Atlanta, Ga., and Walter R. Seeger, at 
Coiumbus, O. Mr. Mills formerly was 
with the Eureka Williams Co. and E. I. 
du?ont de Nemours Co. Mr. Brockwell 
has been with the Martin Transfer & 
stcrage Co., and Reo Motors, Inc. Mr. 
Seger was with Eureka Williams, also. 


-ohnson Motor Lines, Inc., has an- 
no: nced the appointment of W. L. McGe- 
he as traffic representative at Balti- 
mce, Md. 


‘he Bison City Cartage Co., of Buffalo, 
N.., has announced the promotion of 
A. S. Esposito to the position of gen- 
eral traffic man- 
ager. R. L. Babcock, 
has been appointed 
director of sales and 
Albert Zee, has 
been made operat- 
ing manager. With 
its announcement 
of the promotions, 
the company dis- 
closed that it was 
negotiating for the 
building of a mod- 
ern terminal in the 
east Buffalo area. 
It said the open- 
ine of the new building was expected 
beiore the end of the year. 


Air—— 


Trans World Airlines has announced 
the transfer of C. E. McCollum, regional 
sales vice-president at Chicago, IIl., to 
New York, N.Y., and the election of J. D. 
Harrigan to replace him at Chicago. Mr. 
McCollum, who has been with T.W.A. 
28 years, will take over the new position 
of vice-president of national accounts. 
Mr. Harrigan has been with the airline 
21 years, and since 1950 was its Chicago 
district sales manager. 


A. S. Esposito 


Emery Air Freight Corp. has an- 
nounced the opening of an office at 
Toronto Airport, Canada, and the ap- 
pointment of Raymond E., Smith as 
manager. Mr. Smith has been with 
Emery at Pittsburgh, Pa., more than five 
years, assigned to operations and sales. 


Rail—— 


The Santa Fe Railway has announced 
the retirement, effective June 30, of W. 
8. Riach, assistant general purchasing 
agent at Chicago, Ill., who has been with 
the railroad more than 54 years. A. V. 
Sorenson, assistant general purchasing 
agent at Chicago, will succeed Mr. Riach. 
Mr. Sorenson will be succeeded by W. H. 
Weymouth, fuel agent at Chicago. 


The following appointments have been 
announced by the Missouri Pacific Rail- 
road Co., effective July 1: R. W. Parker, 
superintendent, Kingsville division, suc- 
ceeding A. F. Judd, retired; W. L. 
Fagan, superintendent, Illinois division 
and Missouri-Illinois Railroad, east of 
the Mississippi River, succeeding Mr. 
Parker, and W. C. Ensminger, supervisor 
of passenger service, succeeding B. L. 
Magill. 


Promotions recently announced by the 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., include 
the following: W. D. Wilbur, appointed 
assistant general freight agent at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., succeeding E. E. Mountcastle, 
who recently was made general freight 
agent at Baltimore, Md. (T.W., June 1, 
p. 88); H. R. McCorkle, formerly division 
freight agent at Dayton, O., to succeed 
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Mr. Wilbur at Cincinnati, O.; P. W. 
Nutley, formerly division freight agent 
at Indianapolis, Ind., to succeed Mr. 
McCorkle; E. R. Cross, formerly district 
freight representative at Atlanta, Ga., 
to succeed Mr. Nutley; J. E. Parker, 
formerly district freight agent at Buffalo, 
N.Y., to succeed Mr. Cross; R. W. Parr, 
to succeed Mr. Parker, and H. E. Neu, 
to assistant general freight agent, suc- 
ceeding C. J. Curran, who retired recently 
after more than 46 years with the rail- 
road. 


‘The Great Northern Railway has an- 
nounced the following appointments: 
William A, Zimmerman, as Univac sys- 
tems and program director: Thomas J. 
Lamphier, as assistant to the vice- 
president—data coordination; John K. 
Cutforth, formerly traveling freight agent 
at Portland, Ore., as general agent at 
Milwaukee, Wis., succeeding H. K. Oster- 
beck, deceased; Leonard W. Larson, for- 
merly traveling freight agent at Van- 
couver, Wash., succeeding Mr. Cutforth; 
Clifton L. Carlson, heretofore city freight 
agent at Portland, succeeding Mr. Lar- 
son, and Bernard P. Still, formerly chief 
clerk to the general agent at Bellingham, 
Wash., succeeding Mr. Carlson. 


The retirement, May 31, of Harry H. 
Meyer, eastern traffic manager of the 
Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Co., 
has been announced by the railroad, 
which said he would be succeeded by 
Edward A. Walters. Also, John G. Brunda 
has been appointed general agent, with 
headquarters at New York, N.Y. Mr. 
Meyer was with the railroad more than 
30 years. 


Appointed supervisory agent at North- 
ern Maine Junction of the Bangor & 
Aroostook Railroad Co. is D. Keith Lilley, 
formerly superintendent of transporta- 
tion. He replaces Herbert H. Hatt, who 
has retired after more than 46 years 
with the railroad. 


Effective July 1, John W. Voorhies 
will be commercial agent for the Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway, 
with offices at Tampa, Fla., succeeding 
C. F. Baker, who has retired after about 
52 years with the N. C. & St. L. 


James B. Gallagher has joined the 
Twin Branch Railroad Co., Mishawaka, 
Ind., as freight traffic manager. He 
formerly was in the traffic department 
of the Oliver Corp., and later was as- 
sistant superintendent of the Indiana 
Northern Railway Co. 


William E. Kelly has been appointed 
by the Virginian Railway Co. as city 
freight agent, Chicago, Ill., succeeding 
T. D. Gleason, promoted. 


Alan Carling has been appointed as- 
sistant general freight agent (rates) 
and Robert M. Watson has been made 
assistant general freight agent (traffic) 
for Seatrain Lines, Inc., both with head- 
quarters at New York, N.Y. 


The appointment of Harold G. Graup- 
ner as general traffic agent, with head- 
quarters at Chicago, Ill., effective July 
1, has been announced by the Union 
Pacific Railroad Co. Effective the same 
date, William James becomes general 
traffic agent, with headquarters at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; William C. Collier becomes 
general agent, freight department, at 
Seattle, Wash.; W. H. Ahlgrim, Jr., as- 
sumes the position of general agent, pas- 
senger department, at Seattle; William 
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V. Layman becomes assistant traffic 
manager, with headquarters at Chicago; 
Harry F. Brevoort becomes assistant 
traffic manager, with headquarters at 
New York, N.Y., and Louis G. Stahl be- 
comes assistant traffic manager, with 
headquarters at Seattle, succeeding F. A, 
Aulenbacher, retired. 


J. E. Wolfe, assistant vice-preside 
labor relations of the Chicago, Bur! 
ton & Quincy I 

road Co., has been 

elected vice - p: esi- 
dent — personne! of 
the company, with 
headquarters c»n- 
tinuing at Chicago, 


it— 


ng- 
ail- 





Mr. Wolfe began 

service with the 
Burlington in (918. 

a He was appoi ted 

Lh. assistant to  vice- 

i president — la sor 

‘d relations in 1946, 

J. E. Wolfe and assistant \ ice- 


president — labor 
relations in 1953. He has been a member 
of the Carriers’ Conference Committee 
representing the western railroads in all 
national negotiations since 1952. He has 
acted as vice-chairman of this committee 
since 1954. 


George H. Smith, financial vice-presi- 
dent of the Chicago & Eastern Illinois 
Railroad, will retire June 30, after 47 
years with the railroad, C. M. Roddewig, 
president, has announced. He has held 
his present position since 1942. Mr. 
Smith is a member of the Chicago Rail- 
way Accounting Conference and the 
treasury and accounting divisions of the 
Association of American Railroads. 


The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co. has announced the appoint- 
ment of A. C. Loyd as_ industrial 
agent, succeeding W. A. Spitzenberger, 
promoted. 


Richard E. Pinkham, assistant super- 
intendent of transportation for the 
Northern Region of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad at’ Buffalo, N.Y., is being trans- 
ferred to system headquarters in Phila- 
delphia Pa., as superintendent of the 
railroad’s expanding “TrucTrain” (piggy- 
back) service, Paul W. Neff, regional 
manager, has announced. Mr. Pinkham, 
who has been at Buffalo, N.Y., since last 
year, will report to Robert W. Tackbary, 
who is general manager of “TrucTrain” 
service. 


Water—— 


The appointment of Pedro Serrano as 
general manager in the United States 
and Canada for the Chilean Line (Com- 
pania Sud-Americana de Vapores) has 
been announced by the shipping line. He 
succeeds Jose Claro, who has been re- 
assigned to Chile. Mr. Serrano has been 
with Chilean since 1933. His most recent 
position was that of assistant general 
manager. 


Thomas A. Dromgool has become pres- 
ident of the Lawes Chartering Corp., of 
New York, N.Y., a new firm engaged in 
general chartering, particularly in con- 
nection with the activities of its asso- 
ciated companies, Cargo Marine Coal & 
Shipping, Ltd., and Moxey Savon-Lawric, 
Inc. Mr. Dromgool formerly was with 
the firm of Pablo P. Mueller, Inc. 


Others—— 
L. W. Abel has resigned as executive 
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secretary to the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission, effective June 30. Appointed 
as his successor is Leo F. Wolfinger, who 
has been superintendent of the motor 
/ransportation department of the com- 
Wnission. 







i Yhe Indianapolis Forwarding Co., of 
y cago, has announced the appoint- 
Iment of A. C. (Red) Jackson as vice- 
president and director of sales, effective 
June 17. He had been vice-president— 
als Of Summit Fast Freight, Inc., the 
as three years, and prior to that held 
he same _ position with Mid-States 
freight Lines, Inc. 











Ir. Lewis C. Sorrell has been appointed 
wcfessor of transportation and director 
ff the Transportation Institutes of the 
chool of business administration of 
{4merican University, Washington, D.C. 
Dr. Sorrell has been on the faculties: at 
the Universities of Chicago and Wash- 
#ng-on and U.C.L.A. Also, he has served 
is a consultant to several railroads and 
ihe Port Authority of New York, as 
issistant to the president of the Railway 
Business Association and director of 
conuomic research for the Air Transport 
issociation of America. 


NEWS OF 
TRAFFIC CLUBS 




























The organization of the Traffic Club 
i Palm Beach County (Fla.) was com- 
eted at a dinner meeting June 20 at 
thich the following officers were elected: 
joel C. Wilcox, of the Port of Palm Beach 
District, president; Lee K. Spencer, of 
! & Me Transfer, vice-president; J. 
‘iton Parr, of the Southern Railway 
System, recording secretary; Edward T. 
Kirchner, of the Florida East Coast Rail- 
way, corresponding secretary, and Nelson 
L. VanSon, of the Universal Carloading 
and Distributing Co., treasurer. Elected 
directors were: Peter B. Vasil, of the 
West Palm Beach Water Department; 
James W. Lee and Joseph V. Silvia, both 
if Pratt & Whitney Aircraft, and James 
R. Pruitt, of the Hector Supply Co. The 
ificers will be installed at a dinner-dance 
july 26. At the June meeting the 60 
persons present were shown a film, “Air 
Force News Review,” by Capt. Robert H. 
Milotz, transportation officer of the Palm 
Beach Air Force Base. Introduced were 
the following special guests from the 
florida Rate Conference: Ben Overton, 
thairman, and Ted Maurer and Ray 
Healey. 

























Officer John Olseene, of the Washing- 
tn State Patrol, spoke at a luncheon 
meeting June 17 of the Transportation 
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ltems for this department should 
| be in the hands of the Editorial 
Department, Traffic World, 815 
| Washington Building, Washington 
| 5, D.C. not later than Monday 
preceding the date of issue (Sat- 
| urday). Items received later than 
| Monday will be published in the 
following week's issue. 
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From New Orleans West, Dixie leads 

all others in barge tonnage. Why? Because 
the good word gets around, and 

more and more shippers know they 

can depend on Dixie. 


on the canal ! 


For lowest shipping costs . . . for prompt, 
expert handling . . . for meeting 
schedules . . . for performance — 


~~ whatever your needs, 


you, too, can “Depend on Dixie!” 





———————— 


Complete Inland Waterways bulk service. 
Common Carrier New Orleans West. 


DIXIE CARRIERS INC. 


HOUSTON NEW ORLEANS (Harvey) 
3400 Montrose P. O. Box 248 
JA 9-4853 Filmore 1-8533 
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Radio Controlled Pickup and Delivery Keep 
Your Shipments Constantly On The Move 


Scheduling ship- 
ments via Southern- 
Plaza pays divi- 
dends in: careful 
handling... prompt KANSAS 
dispatch ... depend- CIty, 
able deliveries. 
Shippers every- 
where who rely on 
SPEED and GOOD 
SERVICE can al- 
ways depend on 
Southern-Plaza for 
SAFETY, too! 
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MOTOR EXPRESS COMPANY, INC. 


SENERAL FFICES 


P.O. Box 450 - Nashville, Tenn. 













SOUTHERN-PLAZA EXPRESS, INC. 


P.0O.BOX 837 DALLAS, TEXAS 
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TRUCKING CO., INC. 





SMALL 


Whatever your shipment, 
United has the equipment to 
handle it (DC-6A Cargoliners 
with 30,000-Ib. capacity) and 
the frequency to get it there 
fast (more than 900 regularly 
scheduled flights every day). 


»* 


SHIP |UNITED 


AIR LINES 
® 


THE DIRECT CENTRAL — 
ONTINENTAL ROUTE 


ie 
“Rio-Grande 


—— Traffic Offices 
in 33 Cities 


R. K. BRADFORD, Vice President - Traffic 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD 
1531 Stout Street, Denver 2, Colo. 





Club of Seattle (Wash.). He discussed 
the patrol’s safety program and his work 
with school patrols. 


The monthly meeting of the Oakland 
(Calif.) Traffic Club, June 18, was des- 
ignated “Welfare and Education Night.” 


For their monthly meeting in June, 
members of the Enid (Okla.) Traffic 
Club had a picnic the night of June 27. 


The Elmira (N.Y.) Area Traffic Club 
has scheduled its annual outing for July 
11. 


The second annual “Get Acquainted” 
meeting of the Transportation Club of 
Bloomington (Ill.) was held June 26. 


Eighteen “Miss Universe” contestants 
will be introduced to members of the 
Harbor (Calif.) Transportation Club at 
their dinner meeting July 11. The young 
ladies will be introduced by Howard 
Jones, of the Long Beach Convention 
Bureau. 


The first annual meeting of the Port- 
land (Ore.) Industrial Traffic Club to 
honor its honorary members was held 
recently. Five of the honorary members 
lauded are charter members and are the 
only five charter members living. The 
club said the event would be held yearly 
as near the founding date of the club— 
May 26, 1921—as possible. 


The Traffic Club of Hudson County 
(N.J.), Inc., had an outing June 15 at 
Hawthorne, N.J. 


A picnic has been set for all day July 
20 by the Traffic Club of Washington, 
D.C. It will be at Chesapeake Beach 
Park. 


NEWS OF 
DELTA NU ALPHA 


The Nashville (Tenn.) Volunteer Chap- 
ter of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, Inc., which was organized in 
February, will receive its charter at a 
meeting on July 11. The presentation 
will be made by Burton C. Kinney, re- 
gional vice-president of the fraternity. 
The chapter, which has 60 members, has 
elected the following officers: W. P. 
McDaniel, president; Stanley C. Ruth, 
first vice-president; W. E. Wall, second 
vice-president; James O. Smith, secre- 
tary, and M. W. Grisham, treasurer. 
Directors are: S. W. Walsh, R. C. Noland, 
J. B. Johnson, Leroy Harwell, D. D. 
Dortch and F. V. Towle. The speaker 
at the meeting on July 11 will be J. C. 
Hutchinson, traffic manager of the Ten- 
nessee-Carolina Transportation Co. 


The Tau Alpha Sigma Chapter No. 37 
(Albany, N.Y.) of the Delta Nu Alpha 
Transportation Fraternity, Inc., at a 
dinner meeting on June 24 honored the 
honor student of Russell Sage College 
from the Albany evening class in traffic 
and transportation. The winner, Clin- 
ton Brewster, of Albany, received a cash 
prize. C. M. Carter, of the Dorns Trans- 
portation Co., who was the principal 
speaker, presented a paper, “Presenta- 
tion of Rate Cases and Procedure,” The 
following officers of the chapter were 














FEDERAL PAUL BROWN 
BARGE y BUILDING 
ST. LOUIS |, MO 

LINES 


A PRIVATELY OWNED CORPORATION 


Shippers Agree... 
It’s PsI-E! 








N oRLD 





ROWN 
6 
5 1, M0 


TION 














June 29, 1957 


—Advertisers 
IN THIS ISSUE 


June 29, 1957 


cademy of Advanced Traffic 

ee Wares Bienes, BG. o.oic ec cccissssesecccs 
\merican Express Co. ..................... 99 
ssociation of American RRs. .......... 85 
altimore & Ohio RR. Inside Back Cover 
urlington Lines 

hesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co. ...... 20, 21 


hicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pac. RR. 


Chicago & North Western Ry. ........ 102 

ollege of Advanced Traffic ............ 12 
onsolidated Forwarding Co. .......... 95 
ON DIIN TOE. nin ssisssesiesseecocess 16 
Coyle Lines, Inc. 


Crooks Terminal Whse., Inc. 
Inside Front Cover 


benver Chicago Trucking Co. 
Denver & Rio Grande RR, Co. 

Dixie Corsters, fme. ..........:...:. 
Eazor Express .... 

Erie Railroad ... ical 

ET & WNC Transportation Co. 
Federal Barge Lines, Inc. 

Fristo Railway ................. 

Gordons Transports, Inc. ......... 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio RR. .... 

D. C. Hall Transport, Inc. 

Hoover Motor Express Co. 

Port of Los Angeles eaves 
Mclean Trucking Co. .........0..0.....08. 
The Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc. ........ 
Monon RR. 


National 
Ass'n 


Defense Transportation 
New York Central System ................ 
Norfolk & Western Ry. .................. : 
so ee D 
Pacific Intermountain Express ........ 102 
Pennsylvania Railroad .................... 92 


Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. Co. .......... 100 
Pilot Freight Carriers, Inc. ..... store 1 


Northwest Orient Airlines, Inc. .. 


Railway Express Agency 

Rock Island Lines . mee 
Seaboard & Western Airlines, Inc. .. 
Soo Line ene 

Southern Pacific Co. ... 

Southern Plaza Express, Inc. 
T.1.M.E., Inc. 


The Timken Roller Bearing Co. 
Back Cover 


Toledo, Peoria & Western RR. ........ 100 
Trans World Airlines, Inc. .. 100 


Union Barge Line Corp. _ 8 


Union Pacific RR. 92 
United Air Lines 

U.S. Truck Lines, Inc. of Del. 

Wheaton Van Lines, Inc. 89 





This Advertiser's Index is published as a 
‘eader convenience and not as a part of the 
idvertising contract. e inclusion of this 
ndex is a last-minute operation and, al- 
hough we try to make it error proof, we 
annot be responsible for any errors or fail- 
re to insert. No allowances will be made 
for any errors or omissions. 


a 


installed for the ensuing year: John 
K. Hazelton, of the P. S. Dubrey Truck- 
ing Co., president; Charles F. Navarra, 
of the General Electric Corp., first vice- 
president; James M. Donovan, of the 
New York Central System, second vice- 
president; E. A. Fero, of the Behr-Man- 
ning Corp., secretary; Philip A. Diehl, of 
John Vogel, Inc., treasurer, and Joseph 
F. Dastoli, of Brown’s Express, Inc., @ 
director. 


The Florida West Coast Chapter No. 
87 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, Inc., at a meeting June 17, 
installed the following officers: G. A. 


McMillan, president; Stanley Kraft, first 
vice-president; Ray Gibson, second vice- 
president; C. E. Alloway, secretary- 
treasurer, and Herbert A. Miller, Paul 
G. Sarrett and Kenneth Robertson, direc- 


‘ tors. Mr. McMillan is shown in the 


accompanying photograph at right re- 
ceiving the gavel from H. R. Marlane, 
retiring president of the chapter. 


Members of the Lewis and Clark, Port- 
land (Ore.) Chapter No. 123 of the Delta 
Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., were told, at a recent meeting, of 
the objectives of the American Society 
of Traffic and Transportation, Inc., by 
Dr. Frank E. Asher, professor of trans- 
portation at New York University. Other 
speakers included Don Bergetrom, as- 
sistant Portland traffic engineer; Gene 
Fox, assistant district sales manager of 
United Air Lines, and Donald McIntosh, 
publications manager of Consolidated 
Freightways. Dean Charles W. Howard, 
of Lewis and Clark College, presented 
certificates for completion of the initial 
course of study in transportation and 
traffiCc management to George Borick, 
Walter Dennis, Russel Dunlop, Robert 
Haftoroon, Clark Ingles, Frank E. Lar- 
wood, Virgil Lauson, Ed Maresh, George 
Martin, Roland McGee, Darryl Shields, 
Ray Ward and Neill Willis. 


The Newark (N.J.) Chapter No. 39 of 
the Delta Nu Alpha _ Transportation 
Fraternity Inc., installed, at a meeting 
June 24, the following officers for the 
1957-58 year: Ralph Rossi, president; 
Charles Coffey, first vice-president; Jack 
Dick, second vice-president; Tom Flood, 
secretary; Peter J. Murano, treasurer, 
and John B. Sozzio, historian. New 
board members are Sid Michaels, Ed 
Mickens and William Daly. The guest 
speaker was Walter Cabot, general traf- 
fic manager of Johnson & Johnson. 
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ADVERTISING 


When answering ads please address as fol- 
lows: Box ——— Traffic World, 815 Wash- 
ington Building, Washington 5, D.C. Rates: 
reader ads, $1.00 a line (approximately 5 
words), minimum three lines. Display ads, 
$15.00 a column inch. 
Classified Advertisements 
Payable in Advance 
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Help Wanted 


MANAGER for established Traffic Associa- 
tion in western South Dakota. Must be 
I.C.C. Practitioner. Excellent opportunity. 
State qualifications, minimum salary. Write 
Box 1286, Rapid City, So. Dak. 





Situations Wanted 


TRAFFIC MANAGER OR ASSISTANT. 9 
years rail and industrial experience, college 
graduatae, I.C.C. Pract. Write Box 1048. 





Young matured man available immediately 
for industrial field of transportation. Ten 
years experience including “‘oil-patch”: Good 
— Prefer Southwest. Write Box 


Experienced transportation rate 
attorney —traffic manager 


available to railroad, shipper 


organization, etc. Write Box 
1050. 








TRAFFIC MANAGER. Lawyer—New York 
and Federal Bars, I.C.C. Six years motor 
freight operations, management, tariffs, Ohio 
thru New England. Staff experience. De- 
sires industrial traffic position. Write Box 
1051. 


Educational Books and Courses 


I.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. In- 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
Bldg., 22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 


LAW OF FREIGHT LOSS AND DAMAGE 
CLAIMS—$8.00. This widely acclaimed com- 
pletely new, concise and accurate guide is 
designed to help the “Industrial Traffic 
Manager” determine Garrier liability ... to 
help the “Carrier Claim Adjuster’ deter- 
mine the extent of legal Jiability—This new 
reliable guide is for those who have any- 
thing to do with liability in transportation. 
It is written by John M. Miller, Attorney 
and Secretary A.T.A. Freight Claim Council. 
The author, a recognized authority in this 
specialized field, has examined and carefully 
reviewed over twenty thousand claims filed 
with carriers and each of these claims were 
in controversy. This experience has enabled 
him to select material for this volume 
which will unquestionably provide assistance 
in handling the vast majority of transpor- 
tation claims. This beautifully cloth bound 
book contains 632 pages. Order your copy 
today on 15 days’ approval. If not com- 
pletely satisfied your $8.00 refunded. Wm. 
C. Brown Company, Publishers, 915 Main 
Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 


WHEN DOES TITLE PASS. $6.50. This com- 
pletely new book covers the Passage of Title 
from Shipper to Consignee and explains who 
has the risk of loss or damage in Transpor- 
tation. It is written by Thomas G. Bugan, 
Attorney at Law, Chicago, Illinois. A recog- 
nized authority in the field of transpofrta- 
tion, as well as a widely known Tax At- 
torney, Mr. Bugan presents the facts and 
the law in non-technical, easy-to-under- 
stand language. This 515 page, cloth bound 
book contains 500 illustrative cases together 
with Definitions of F.O.B., Bailments, Prop- 
erty, Sales, Title and Others. Order your 
copy today on 15 days’ approval. If not 
completely satisfied your $6.50 refunded. 
Wm. C. Brown Company, publishers, 915 
Main Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 
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From TRAFFIC WORLD, 
July 2, 1932 





President Hoover signed the 
independent offices appropriation 
bill, which carried an appropria- 
tion of $7,148,560 for the Com- 
mission for the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1. That sum was 
$2,263,913 less than the appro- 
priation for the preceding fiscal 


vear. 
* 


In an editorial discussion of the 
planks in the Republican and 
Democratic national platforms re- 
lating to transportation, it was 
noted that both parties endorsed 
the proposed St. Lawrence seaway 
project. 


* 


The number of American mer- 
chant vessels equipped as tankers 
in the nine months ended March 
31 totaled 719, with a gross ton- 
nage of 2,681,571, according to 
the Bureau of Navigation of the 
Department of Commerce. “Most 
of the tankships are used in trans- 
porting petroleum and the refined 
products of petroleum” the report 
said, “‘although a few are used to 
transport molasses and other 
liquids which can conveniently 
be handled in this manner.” 


x 

A program calling for a study 
of the transportation problem, 
“with a view to setting up princi- 
ples for a coordinated national 
transportation system,” was ap- 
proved by the board of directors 
of the United States Chamber of 
Commerce. Elimination of gov- 
ernment competition with busi- 
ness was said to be another 
objective of the program. 


* 

A survey of the 15 principal 
terminal markets of the livestock- 
producing agricultural area of the 
midwest showed that 300,000 


carloads of livestock in 1931, or 
31.39 per cent of the total live- 
stock received, were “‘truck-ins” 
—delivered to market by motor 
truck. 
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TRAFFIC DATES 


JULY 
10-11—Midwest Shippers Advisory Board, Mil- 


waukee, Wis. 


24-25—Northwest Shippers 
Billings, Mont. 


Advisory Board, 


SEPTEMBER 
11-12—Ohio Valley Shippers Advisory Board, 


Louisville, Ky. 
11-12—Allegheny Regional Advisory Board, Can- 
ton, O. 


11-12—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, At- 
lanta, Ga. 


11-13—New England Shippers Advisory Board, 
Pike, N.H. 


12-13—American Society of Traffic and Transpor- 
tation (fourth annual seminar), Atlanta, 
Ga. 


12-13—Pacific Coast Shippers Advisory Board, 
Las Vegas, Nev. 


19-20—Pacific Northwest Shippers 
Board, Spokane, Wash. 


Advisory 


19-20—Trans-Missouri-Kansas Shippers Board, 
Springfield, Mo. 


24-25—Middlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 


ence (annual meeting), Minneapolis, Minn. 


24-26—Southwest Shippers Advisory Board, Hous. 
ton, Tex. 


25-26—Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 


26-27—Great Lakes Shippers Advisory board, 
Buffalo, N.Y. 


29—Oct. 2—Associated Traffic Clubs of Amer- 
ica (annual meeting), Dallas, Tex. 


OCTOBER 


8-10—National Association of Shippers Advisory 
Boards (annual meeting), Chicago, iil. 


8-10—Association of American Railroads, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 


19-20—Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc. (annual meeting), Atlantic City, N.J. 


NOVEMBER 


7-8—Central Western Shippers Advisory Board, 
Omaha, Neb. 


18-19—Central Western Shippers Advisory Board, 
Omaha, Neb. 


20-21—National Council of Farmer Cooperatives 
(national agricultural cooperative trans- 
portation committee), St. Louis, Mo. 





Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs 


JULY 


13—Women’s Traffic Club of Oakland, Oakland, 
Calif. 


AUGUST 


13—Traffic Club of Greater Miami, Inc., Miami, 
Fla. 


SEPTEMBER 


7—North Bay Women’s Transportation Club, 
Vallejo, Calif. 


12—Women’s Traffic & Transportation Club of 
New Orleans, New Orleans, La. 


19—Springfield Traffic Club, Springfield, O. 
20—Transportation Club of Salt Lake City, Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 


OCTOBER 
3—Columbus Traffic Club, Columbus, Ga. 


15—Traffic Club of Baton Rouge, Baton Rouge, La. 


15—Women’s Traffic Club of San Antonio, San 
Antonio, Tex. 


20—Albuquerque Traffic Club, Albuquerque, 
N.M. 


23—Wisconsin Valley Traffic Club, Wausau, Wis. 


30—Milwaukee Traffic Club, Milwaukee, Wis. 


NOVEMBER 


12—Mobile (Ala.) Traffic and Transportation Club, 
Mobile, Ala. 


13—Traffic Club of Memphis, Memphis, Tenn. 
19—El Paso Traffic Club, El Paso, Tex. 


20—Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 
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Keeping tabs on carloads in transit worries shippers 
—until they use B&O Sentinel Service. Then depend- 
mien ability from siding-to-siding takes over. B&O does 
the worrying, watching over Sentinel cars the whole 
way from shipper to receiver. And, if a car’s prog- 
ress is interrupted, both are notified immediately. 


Ask our man! 


BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD 


Constantly doing things — better ! 





IN THE 
TERMINAL 


Two big ways TIMKEN*® bearings can 
cut your freight delays 


“ROLLER FREIGHT’— freight cars 
rolling on Timken® tapered roller 
bearings—promise the first non-stop 
freight. The train crew zooming 
across country on Timken bearings 
knows there will be no hot box 
problem to delay their train. Timken 
bearings remove the cause of hot 
boxes: friction bearings themselves. 
Timken bearings ro// the load, in- 
stead of sliding it. 

And “Roller Freight” trains get 
through terminals faster too. It takes 
1/10 the man-hours to inspect Timken 
bearing journal assemblies that it 
takes to check old-style friction bear- 


ings! Terminal bearing inspection de- 
lay is cut 90%. Inspection itself be- 
comes merely a matter of touching 
the bearing adaptor cover to feel its 
temperature. 

{1) Virtually no more hot box de- 
lays, and (2) greatly reduced bearing 
inspection delay in terminals—two 
excellent reasons why more and more 
railroads are switching to‘‘Roller 
Freight” to speed deliveries, keep 
shipments moving! 

Already, more than 22,000 Timken 
bearing-equipped “‘Roller Freight” 
cars are in use, or ordered. 58 rail- 
roads and private car owners have 


started the big switch to “Roller 
Freight”. It’s the next great step in 
railroading. When ail railroads go 
“Roller Freight” you'll get faster, 
more dependable freight service than 
ever before. The Timken Roller Bear- 
ing Company, Canton 6, Ohio. Ca- 
nadian plant: St. Thomas, Ontario. 
Cable address: ‘‘TIMROSCO”. 


TAPERED ROLLER BEARINGS 


“Roller Freight” is the next great step in railroading 
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Under this index there appear two sub- 
heads. The first, “Cases,” lists titles of 
cases filed, heard, reported and decided. 
The second, headed “Subjects,” includes 
general designations of subjects involved 
in the more important cases. A _ similar 
division of the indices into two subheads 
is carried out under C.A.B. News, F.M.B. 
News and Court News, below. 
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A.C.F. Industries, Inc., clean car campaign: 
May l1l-p. 25. 
Acme Steel Co., Mar. 30- 
p. 152. 

Adams, H.G., named ‘Railroad Man of the 
Year’: May 1l-p. 42 

Adams, J.P., named general counsel, Assoc. 
of peat and Territorial Airlines: Apr. 6- 


closures guide: 


p. 4 

Advertising expenditures, 
Apr. 27-p. 41. 

AEI-Air Express International, no trans-At- 
lantic fare increase announced: Feb. 23- 
p. 50. 

‘Agricultural commodities exemption’, op- 
position to by National Council of Farmer 
Cooperatives: Jan. 26-p. 27 policy state- 
ment on by A.T.A. exectuive committee: 
Feb. 2-p. 15. 

Air Cargo, Inc., claim-free citations for con- 
tractors: Apr. 27-p. 40. 

Air collision infra-red warning device: May 
1l-p. 102. 

Air Coordinating Committee, annual report: 
Feb. 16-p. 29; traffic control and naviga- 
tion report: Apr. 27-p. 34. 

Aircraft ‘near’ collisions, report by 
Haskell, of Delaware: May 25-p. 24. 

Air freight and passenger forecasts by C.A.A.: 
Feb. 16-p. 41. 

Airline spending for electronics equipment: 
May 4-p. 23. 

Airline tax study: Feb. 16-p. 25. 

Air mailing of official material asked of 
I.C.C. by Pacific coast group: Mar. 2-p. 31. 

Air ‘management’ agency proposal by E.P. 
Curtis: May 18-p. 47. 

Air Materiel Command, commercial overseas 
airlift contracts dollar amounts an- 
nounced: Feb. 2-p. 38. 

Airport federal aid program: Apr. 6-p. 40. 

Airport self-support study, of New England 
governors’ committee on public transporta- 
tion: Jan. 19-p. 31. 

Air traffic control plan announced by Sec. 
Weeks: Apr. 27-p. 43. 

Air traffic, world: Jan. 5-p. 37. 


Air Transport Association of America: 


Aircraft collision avoidance meetings: May 
ll-p. 41. 
Airline career opportunity booklet: May 11- 


transportation: 


Rep. 


Air ticketing time limit plan, announce- 
ment by Rex Brack, president, Air Traf- 
fic Conference of America: Jan. 26-p. 35. 

Air Traffic Conference of America, military 


bureau, T.W. article distribution: Apr. 
20-p. 46. 

Daylight saving time schedule adoption: 
May 4-p. 39. 


Election of officers: Apr. 6-p. 24. 

Hoving, John H., elected vice-president— 
public relations: June 29-p. 23. 

Macklin, Frank J., assistant vice-president 
—traffic, speech: Jan. 12-p. 30. 

‘No-show’ penalty proposal: Apr. 20-p. 51; 
May 18-p. 76; June 15-p. 76. 

O’Brien, Joseph L., elected vice-president, 
personnel relations: Feb. 9-p. 28. 

Player, Willis, vice-president—public rela- 
tions, retirement: June 29-p. 23. 

Tipton, Stuart G., president, speeches, etc.: 
Feb. 23-p. 25; May 11-pp. 90, 92; June 
22-p. 27. 

Universal Air Travel Plan users: Apr. 27- 


p. 42. 

Aitchison, former Commissioner, letter to 
Chairman Clarke on I.C.C. power in pref- 
erential rates cases: March 2-p. 32 

—s Trucking Assoc., convention: June 
-p. ; 

Alaska common carrier regulation, state- 
ment on by Senate interstate and foreign 
commerce committee: Feb. 2-p. 34. 

Alaska Freight Lines, Pacific northwest— 
a of Mexico proposed service: Mar, 9- 
p. : 

Alaska International Rail and Highway 
Commission, President Eisenhower ap- 
points new members of: June 22-p. 44. 

Alaska Railroad profits: Feb. 23-p. 47. 

Alaska Steamship Co., cargo handling: Mar. 
16-p. 39; acquires control of Lomen Com- 
mercial Co.: June 29-p. 29. 

Alfriend, T.B., named executive vice-presi- 


dent and general manager, Middle Atlantic 
Conference: Jan. 5-p. 23. 


Alleghany Corp., Missouri Pacific stock case: 
May 18-p. 60. 


American Airlines, secretarial service credit 
plan: May 18-p. 48. 


American Association of Cost Engineers, na- 
tional convention: June 29-p. 43. 


American Association of Passenger Traffic 
Officers, meeting: May 1ll-p. 47. 
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American Association of Railroad Superin- 


tendents, convention: June 8-p. 43; annual 
meeting: June 15-p. 29. 


American Bar Association, changes in ad- 


ministrative law proposals: May 25-p. 29. 


American Chain of Warehouses, Inc., election 


meeting: May 1l-p. 47. 

American Coal Shipping, Inc., reactivation 
of ships delayed by labor troubles: Feb. 
9-p. 23; ship renovation and chartering 
program: Feb. 16-p. 31; Feb. 23-p. 45; May 
ll-p. 48. 

American Export Lines, Inc., given Public 
— Service sanitation award: Feb. 16- 
p. 45. 

American Institute of Accountants, rail ac- 
counting method changes proposal: Apr. 6- 
p. 25 


American Legion, merchant marine commit- 
tee established by California department: 
Apr. 6-p. 37. 

American Management Assn., seminar: Feb. 
9-p. 35. 

amaationn, Merchant Marine Institute, re- 
search report: Feb. 2-p. 44; annual meet- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 39; annual Atlas award: 
June l1-p. 34; June 8-p. 44. 

American President Lines, names newly ac- 
quired liner: Jan. 26-p. 25; new Mission 
Rock Terminal at San Francisco: June 
22-p. 41. 

Amnathaan Railway Engineering Association, 
annual convention: March 2-p. 53; March 
9-p. 29. 

asnasbenn Retail Federation, transportation 
committee, conference: June 29-p. 38. 

American Society of Civil Engineers, air 
transport division, jet-age airport confer- 
ence: May 1l1-p. 44. 

American Society of Mechanical Engineers, 
railroad division, conference: Apr. 6-p. 40; 
meeting: Apr. 27-p. 43. 

American Short Line Railroad Association, 
meeting: June 1-p. 30. 


American Society of Traffic and Transporta- 
tion, elected director: Feb. 2-p. 39; addi- 
tional certificated members of: Mar. 9-p. 
31; New York State Chapter meeting: Apr. 
13-p. 48; entry exams: May l1l-p. 27. 


American Trucking Associations, Inc.: 


Agricultural commodities exemption policy 
statement: Feb. 2-p. 15. 

‘American Trucking Trends’, published: 
Apr. 20-p. 49. 

ATA Foundation, Wagner Electric Corp. 
grant for: Jan. 26-p. 31; Goodyear Tire 
and Rubber Co. to continue support: 
June 15-p. 23; Reynolds Metals Co. TV 
show: June 29-p. 40. 


Beardsley, P.T., law department director, 
speeches, etc.: Mar. 16-p. 31; Mar. 30- 
p. 167. 


Billboard ad campaign, with General Tire 
& Rubber Co.: Mar. 2-p. 50. 

Boot, Harry E., counsel, speech on waste- 
ful use of vehicle stickers: June 8-p. 48. 

Burns, William J., appointed general 
manager, Movers’ Conference of America: 
June 29-p. 43. 

Carey, W.F., honorary degree conferred: 
June 1-p. 23. 

Common Carrier Conference—Irregular 
Route, ltr. to Chairman Clarke on ir- 
regular-regular route distinction: Apr. 
6-p. 36; annual convention: Mar. 9-p. 
25; Mar. 16-p. 33; Mar. 23-p. 38. 

Contract Carrier Conference, resolution on 
I.C.C. legislative proposals: Feb. 23-p. 33. 

Cooke, Harry, chairman, Private Carrier 
Conference, speech: June 15-p. 28. 

Council of Safety Supervisors, Dallas meet- 
ing: Apr. 20-p. 39. 

Curry, Neil J., speeches, etc.: Jan. 26-p. 25; 
Feb. 2-p. 40; Mar. 16-p. 28; May 18-p. 48. 

Customer Relations Cuuncil, spring meet- 
ing: Feb. 16-p. 35; annual advertising 
contest: Feb. 16-p. 41; judges named: 
Mar. 9-p. 25; meeting: Apr. 13-p. 39. 

Dept. of Defense award: Feb. 2-p. 34. 

Equipment financing plan, study of by 
special credit committee: Feb. 2-p. 34. 

Executive committee, defers industry- 
yy credit institution plan: June 22- 
p. : 

Gormley, H.L., secretary, testimonial din- 
ner for: May 25-p. 62. 

Grimm, Frank L., elected president, Na- 
tional Tank Truck Carriers, Inc.: June 
22-p. 37. 

Hopkins, J.L., elected chairman, National 
Freight Claim Council: June 29-p. 32. 
Johns, William E., appointed assistant di- 
rector, dept. of safety: Feb. 9-p. 42. 
McBride, R.J., executive director, Regular 
Common Carrier Conference, speech: 

May 4-p. 24. 

Middlewest Shipper Motor Carrier Confer- 

ence, meeting: May 25-p. 42. 


Miller, B.R., industrial relations director, 
testimony on overtime exemptions before 
Senate subcommittee: Mar. 9-p. 81. 

Miller, John M., Freight Claims Section 
secretary, ltr. to H. Qualls on truck 
loss and damage claims: Feb. 2-p. 38; 
speech: Apr. 27-p. 28. 

Moore, R.S., appointed chairman; 
mittee of 100’: Feb. 2-p. 33. 

National Accounting and Finance Council, 
accounting form draft for trucker con- 
tributions to federal highway prograin: 
Jan. 26-p. 28; annual meeting: Apr. 27- 
p. 45; meeting: May 25-p. 58; service 
awards: June 1l-p. 24; meeting with Na- 
tional Motor Freight Traffic Assoc. on 
truck data processing methods: June 1- 


‘Coin- 


p. 44. 

National Assoc. of Motor Carrier Weighing 
and Inspection Bureau, election meeting: 
June 29-p. 32. 

National Committee on Marking and Stick- 
ers, meeting: June 8-p. 48. 

National Freight Claim Council, annva] 
membership meeting: June 8-p. 47; mem- 
bership meeting and claim prevention 
award program: June 15-p. 32; annual 
membership meeting: June 29-p. 32: 
claim prevention contest winners: June 
29-p. 33. 

National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., elec- 
tion: June 22-p. 37; annual convention: 
June 1-p. 48. 

Newspaper safety writing contest, annual: 
June 1-p. 17. 

Operations Council, meetings: Apr. 20-p. 
42; May 1l-pp. 25, 38; annual meeting: 
May 18-p. 41. 

Petition to intervene in I.C.C. Pacific Mo- 
tor Trucking case: Mar. 16-p. 57. 

Pinkney, James F., general counsel, testi- 
mony on ‘shall-nots’ bills: Apr. 13-p. 19; 
speeches: Apr. 27-p. 38; May 25-p. 42; 
testimony on I.C. act amendment bills: 
Apr. 20-p. 90. 

Private Carrier Conference, executive com- 
mittee meeting: Feb. 2-p. 46. 

Property damage minimum, change sought 
in reporting of to I.C.C.: June 29-p. 38. 

Public relations workshop’ conference: 
Feb. 16-p. 42. 

Regular Common Carrier Conference, addi- 
tions to board of governors: Jan. 5-p. 
24; board of governors meeting: Jan. 26- 
p. 36; Feb. 2-p. 46; Feb. 9-p. 35; tribute 
to H.J. Carroll: Feb. 16-p. 30; mid-winter 
meeting: Feb. 16-p. 31; petition to inter- 
vene in I.C.C. Querner Truck Lines case: 
Mar. 2-p. i8; meeting: June 1-pp. 22, 
37; board of governors meeting: June 
8-p. 44; Kansas City regional meeting: 
June 15-p. 39; terminal efficiency pro- 
gram: June 29-p. 38. 

Robertson, T.M., director, Irregular Route 
Conference, speech: Apr. 27-p. 40.. 

Roedel, Ernest, of Freight Ways, Inc., 
named ‘Driver of the Year’: June 29-p. 28. 

Safety contest awards: May 4-p. 38. 

Safety program, nationwide, announced by 
G.D. Sontheimer: Mar. 2-p. 42. 

Safety project, grant to Boy Scouts of 
America to assist in: June 29-p. 38. 

Safety supervisors, meeting: May 18-p. 46; 
election meeting: May 25-p. 57. 

Sontheimer, G.D., director of safety, state- 
ment: Feb. 2-p. 43. 

University of Illinois sales meetings: Mer. 
30-p. 163. 

West, Gene T., appointed managing direc- 
tor, Munitions Carriers Conference, !1c.: 
June 29-p. 43. 


Williams, R.C., president, speec! etc.: 
Mar. 9-p. 25; Apr. 13-p. 48; J 1-p 
48. 

American University, institutes on: indus- 


trial and traffic management: Feb. 2-p. 29; 
rail transportation: Mar. 16-p. 41; ocean 
transportation and port operation: May 
25-p. 47. 

American Warehousemen’s Association, an- 
nual convention: Jan. 12-p. 33; annual 
meeting: Apr. 6-p. 36; Apr. 13-p. 33; Mer- 
chandise Division, election: Apr. 20-p. 45; 
essay award program: June l1-p. 49. 


American Waterways Operators, Inc., annual 
membership meeting: Jan. 5-p. 37; meet- 
ing: Jan. 12-p. 25; Region 5, election meet- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 26; region 3, election meet- 
ing: Feb. 16-p. 30; regions 1 and 2, election 
meetings: Feb. 23-p. 48; report on 1956 im- 
provements: Mar. 9-p. 35; membership 
meeting: Mar. 16-p. 42; region 3, meeting: 
Apr. 6-p. 27; report on towing vessel power 
and barge capacity: June 1-p. 37; new offi- 
cers: June 8-p. 23. 


a. R.T., of Santa Fe Ry., speech: Mar, 
-p. ‘ 
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Army Transportation Corps, testing of col- 
lapsible rubber rolling bags for liquid 
transport: Jan. 12-p. 29. 

Army Transportation Terminal Center, Bay 
Area, Fort Mason, Calif., new truck delivey 
system: May 18-p. 33. 

Army Transportation Training Command, 
Fort Eustis, combat support supply demon- 
stration: June 29-p. 25. 

Arnold, Grant, president, National Industrial 
Traffic League, speech: May 4-p. 37. 


\rpaia, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: Jan. 
12-p. 33; Mar. 2-p. 37; June 15-p. 28. 


\ssociated Traffic Clubs of America, con- 
vention: Feb. 2-p. 39; National Transporta- 
tion Week, announcement: Feb. 2-p. : 
plans: Mar. 2-p. 36; committee named: Mar. 
9-p. 21; annual meeting: May 4-p. 25; trans- 
port tax editorial distribution: May 4-p. 37; 
new members: May 18-p. 41; “Trade Show’ 
in annual convention: June 8-p. 48. 
ssociated Transport, Inc., survey of ‘John- 
sons’ views on transportation: May 11l-p. 45. 


ssociation of American Railroads: 


Accounting division, meetings: Apr. 27-p. 
47; May 18-p. 47; June 15-pp. 32, 33; elec- 
tion meeting: June 22-p. 31; annual 
meeting: June 22-p. 36. 

Brand, H.B., railway mail transport direc- 
tor, reply to Redding report on mail-by- 
truck savings: Apr. 20-p. 46; reply to 
‘majl subsidy’ charges: June l-p. 43. 

Breithaupt, H.J., Jr., general attorney, 
speech: Mar. 16-p. 30. 

Callahan, William E., open car section 
manager, death of: Jan. 5-p. 23. 

Car service division, personnel changes: 
Jan. 12-p. 35; closed car section, trans- 
fer of covered hoppers to: Feb. 2-p. 34. 

Container and Loading Research and 
Development Laboratory, eighth shipper 
seminar: Jan. 12-p. 23. 

Dearmont, R.L., president, Missouri Pa- 
cific RR, elected to board of directors: 
June 1-p. 46. 

Dolan, Michael F., manager, new traffic 
statistics section: June 29-p. 31. 

Equipment-financing plan study: Apr. 13- 


p. 20. 

Fair, Jr., John S., elected chairman, pur- 
chases and stores division: May 25-p. 24. 

Faricy, William T., president, speeches, 
etc.: June 8-p. 46. 

Finney, G.S., testimony: Mar. 9-p. 80. 

Flickinger, Thomas W., named C.S.D. open 
car section manager Jan. 12-p. 35; 
honored at luncheon: Feb. 2-p. 41. 

Freedoms Foundation ‘George Washington 
Honor Medal’ for movie ‘The Right to 
Compete’: Mar. 2-p. 49; May ll-p. 42. 

Freight claim division, annual meeting: 
Apr. 20-p. 46; June I1-p. 25. 

Gass, A.H., chairman, car service division, 
speeches, etc.: Mar. 30-p. 162; Apr. 27-p. 
44; June l-p. 51; June 29-p. 42. 

Grant to Aeronautical Research Founda- 
tion for passenger service study: June 
15-p. 95. 

Hollar, Phillip A., vice-president, speech: 
May 25-p. 24. 

Kelly, W.J., vice-president, traffic depart- 
ment, retiremeft: June 29-p. 31. 

Legislative proposal on rail property de- 
preciation tax: Apr. 20-p. 106. 

a vice president added: March 

-p. 54. 

Little, W.J., named legislative vice-presi- 
dent: Mar. 23-p. 31. 

Loss and damage report: Apr. 27-p. 37. 

Marshall, J. Paul, appointed special repre- 
sentative: June 8-p. 27. 

Martin, Frank, E., elected accounting divi- 
sion chairman: June 22-p. 31. 

Mechanical division, meeting: June 29-p. 
15; annual meeting: June 29-p, 29. 

Moloney, W.M., named general solicitor: 
June 1-p. 30; June 8-p. 43. 

Monroe, J. Elmer, vice-president and di- 
rector, Bureau of Railway Economics, 
testimony: Feb. 16-p. 19. 

Per diem committee, representation on by 
American Short Line Railroad Associa- 
tion: Mar. 30-p. 170. 

Preston, Thomas L., vice-president and 
general counsel, death of: May 25-p. 58. 

Prince, Gregory S., general solicitor, 
speech: Mar. 9-p. 23; testimony: Mar. 16- 
p. 78; named vice-president and general 
counsel: June 1-p. 30. 

Purchases and stores division, J.H. Bean 
named executive vice-chairman: Feb, 23- 
p. 49; meetings: May 11-p. 46; May 18-p. 
37; annual meeting: May 25-p. 24. 

sanwer Mail Story,’ booklet: June 29-p. 


Rolling stock acquisition and financing: 
May 4-p. 36. 

_ Tax repeal booklet: Apr. 6-p. 36. 

Association of Industrial Traffic Men, meet- 
ing: Feb. 2-p. 35 

“Ssociation of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion Practitioners: Kansas City chapter 
election meeting: Jan. 5-p. 35; Chicago 
chapter, joint meeting with Chicago D.N.A. 


chapter: Mar. 9-p. 32; ninth district 
chapter, election: Mar. 23-p. 27; annual 
meeting: Mar. 30-p. 153; Atlanta, Ga., 
chapter, election: Mar. 30-p. 166; Metro- 
politan New York chapter meetings: Apr. 
6-p. 39; June 1-p. 50; joint meeting of 
Chicago chapter with D.N.A.: Apr. 13-p. 98; 
tribute to Wilbur La Roe, Jr.: May 4-p. 38; 
Greater Phila. chapter, annual meeting: 
May 11-p. 37; election meeting: May 25-pp. 
25, 29; Carolina and Cleveland chapters, 
meetings: May 25-pp. 42, 64; June 8-p. 30. 

Association of Railroad Advertising Man- 
agers, officers: Feb. 16-p. 36; ‘Golden Spike’ 
awards: Feb. 23-p. 47. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry., executive 
changes: May 4-p. 35. 

Atkinson, Arthur K., president, Wabash RR, 
speech: Mar. 23-p. 31. 

Atlantic and Gulf, Red Sea and Gulf of Aden 
Freight Conference, reduced surcharge on 
ocean freight: May 25-p. 29. 

Atlantic-Gulf Intracoastal Waterway Assn., 
trans-Florida barge canal service: Feb. 9-p. 
45 


Atomic Energy Commission, shipping con- 
tainers for radioactive liquids: June 8-p. 
35 


Australian air grants, statement on by 
A.T.A. of A. president: June 22-p. 27. 

Aviation Writers Association Convention: 
June 8-p. 43. 


Baker, Dr. George P., president, Transporta- 
tion Association of America, speeches, etc.: 
Feb. 23-p. 25; June 22-p. 31. 

Baltimore & Ohio RR, new Staten Island- 
Elizabeth, N.J. bridge: Feb. 16-p. 44. 

Bangor & Aroostook Railroad, installs cen- 
tral traffic control system: June 29-p. 44. 

Barriger, J.W., president, Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie Railroad, speech: June 29-p. 29. 

Barr, W.W., manager, Kansas City Division, 
Crooks Terminal Warehouses, speech: June 
8-p. 45. 

Baxiey, W.B., named board chairman, Ala- 
bama Trucking Assoc.: June 8-p. 47. 
Bayer, R.J., library of purchased by John 

Carroll University: May 1l-p. 41. 

Bayliss, A.E., named transportation section 

chairman, New York Board of Trade: Mar. 


23-p. 29. 
Bekins Van Lines Co., election of Officers: 
May 11-p. 48. 


Benjamin, Leo W., of New York Central Rail- 
road, honored for civic activity: Feb. 9-p. 
41. 

Berendt, Alex E., assistant dean and regis- 
trar, College of Advanced Traffic, Chicago, 
speech: Jan. 26-p. 29. 

Bergen County Industrial Conference: Apr. 
13-p. 29. 

Berkins Van & Storage Co., executive staff 
changes: Feb. 9-p. 41. 

Boeing ‘707’ pet liner preview: Mar. 16-p. 41. 

Boston & Maine Railroad, leases trailers for 
‘piggyback’ service: June 29-p. 41. 

Boyd, R.O., Presidential nominee for Na- 
tional Mediation Board: Jan. 19-p. 74. 
Brack, Rex, president, Air Traffic Confer- 
ence of America, announcement on ail 
ticket time-limit plan: Jan. 26-p. 35. 
Braniff Airways, Inc., fare increase applica- 

tion: March 2-p. 53. 

Brennan, Jr., Justice W.J., speech: Apr. 27-p. 
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British Railways, modernization plan: Mar. 
23-p. 25. 

British Railways officers, tour of American 
rail plans: May 1l-p. 104. 

Brock, Glen P., made president, Gulf, Mobile 
& Ohio Rwy.: June 8-p. 32. 

Brown, A.H., of Cleveland Chamber of 
Commerce, retirement: Apr. 27-p. 25. 
Brown, Warren W., president, Monon RR, 
speech: May 11-p. 41; May 18-p. 31; June 

15-.p. 38; June 29-p. 39. 
Budd, John M., president, G.N. Ry., year- 
end statement: Jan. 5-p, 27. 
Bull Steamship Line, changes name to 
Meadow Steamship Line: June 22-p. 54. 
Bunola, Pa., rail-river terminal construction: 
Feb. 23-p. 43. 

Bureau of Motor Carriers, national safety 
check: June 8-p. 48. 

Bureau of Public Roads, truck study: Feb. 9- 
p. 34. 


Bureau of Public Works, new project ex- 
amination division to aid highway pro- 
gram: June 29-p. 23. 


Burgess, Carter, Trans World Airlines presi- 
dent, speech: May 18-p. 25. 

Burlington Shippers’ Assoc., Inc., annual 
meeting: Mar. 23-p. 35. 


pews Van Service, meeting: Mar. 9-p. 


Burns, William J., appointed general man- 
te ileal Conference of America: June 
-p. 47. 

Burwell, T.C., vice-president, A.E. Staley Co., 
speech: Mar. 30-p. 154. 
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Business and Defence Services Administra- 
tion, of Department of Commerce, year-end 
survey and forecast: Jan. 5-p. 35. 

Butler, Arthur C., director, National Highway 
Users Conference, speech: Jan. 26-p. 25. 

Butler, Senator, of Maryland, speech on U.S.- 
flag share of U.S. cargoes: May 25-p. 63. 


c 


‘Cabinet Committee,’ report upheld by Pres- 
ident: Jan. 26-p. 19; remarks on bill by 
A.E. Perlman, of N.Y.C. RR: Apr. 6-p. 25; 
study crude oil imports: June 29-pp. 15, 
4 


California Movers and Warehousemen’s As- 
soc., annual convention: May 4-p. 32. 
California Trucking Associations, election 
and convention: Mar. 9-p. 25; new Berk- 

ley, Calif., building: Apr. 13-p. 104. 


Canada: 


Assumption University of Windsor, exten- 
sion service lectures: Mar. 9-p. 23. 

Board of Transport Commissioners, judg- 
ment in rail freight rate increases: Jan. 
12-p. 28; class rating ruling on L.C.L. 
‘Link instrument trainers’ shipments: 
Feb. 23-p. 43; ruling in cement clinker 
competitive rate case: Mar. 16-p. 28; de- 
cision in New York Central financial loss 
compensation proceding: Mar. 30-p. 165; 
east-west water and rail rate study: Apr. 
6-p. 35; rail coal and coke rate in- 
crease hearing: Apr. 27-p. 47; pipeline oil 
rate reduction plea dismissed: May 11-p. 
42; suggestions to I.C.C. of 30-day notice 
in international freight rate increases: 
June 8-p. 46; rail rates on rapeseed: 
June 29-p. 39. 

Canadian Industrial Traffic League, meet- 
ing: Jan. 19-p. 37; annual meeting: Feb. 
2-p. 34; annual convention: Mar. 2-p. 23; 
Saskatchewan division, meeting: Mar. 23- 
p. 38; Ontario division, meeting: June 1- 
p. 31; Niagara-Hamilton-Brantford dis- 
trict, meeting: June 1-p. 40. 

Canadian Pacific Railway, embargo on 
shipments account ‘possible work stop- 
page’: Jan. 5-p. 34; employe strike: Jan. 
12-p. 31; diversion fo traffic account 
strike: Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Council of the International Civil Avia- 
tion Organization, report on world air 
traffic by Dr. E. Warner: Jan. 5-p. 37. 

Downey, A.F., of Glidden Co., Ltd., elected 
president, C.1.T.L.: March 2-p. 23. 

Gavsie, Charles, appointed president, Cana- 
dian St. Lawrence Seaway Authority: 
June 8-p. 42. 

Gordon, Donald, chairman and president, 
” Rys., year-end statement: Jan. 5-p. 

Koffman Truck Leasing System Ltd., pur- 
a of by Ryder System, Inc.: Feb. 2-p. 


Lessard, Jean-Claude, appointed vice-presi- 
dent, Canadian St. Lawrence Seaway Au- 
thority: June 8-p. 42. 

Maritime Transportation Commission, year- 
end statement by A. Murray Mackay: 
Jan. 5-p. 27 

Parr, _— of C.N. Railways, speech: Feb. 2- 
R. 35. 

Rail freight subsidy increase: Apr. 27-p. 39. 

Rail rates, speech on by C.L. McCoy, of 
C.N. Rys.: Feb. 23-p. 38., 

Rail-water joint rates, Winnipeg Chamber 
of Commerce protests increase in: Mar. 
16-p. 33. 

Railway Association of Canada, embargo 
No. 44 issued all freight to Vanceboro, 
Me., account C.P. Ry. strike: Jan. 12-p. 
36; loss and damage payments report: 
Mar. 23-p. 33. 

Rail embargoes account C.P. Ry. strike 
lifted: Jan. 19-p. 34. 

Ship construction, for Great Lakes serv- 
ice: Jan. 19-p. 37. 

Canned fruits and vegetables, Dept. of 
Commerce bulletin on: May 25-p. 64. 

Cape Fear (N.C.) Basin Development Asso- 
ciation, organized: Jan. 5-p. 36. 

Capital Airlines, loan agreement deferral: 
May 11-p. 48. 

Car and Truck Renting and Leasing Assoc., 
preliminary report on companies and re- 
ceipts: Jan. 19-p. 37; election: Mar. 9-p. 30. 

Carmichael, J.H., president, Capital Airlines, 
speeches, etc.: May 18-p. 37; June 22-p. 30. 

Carolina Motor Express Lines, Inc., new sub- 
sidiary of McLean Trucking Co.: Apr. 6-p. 
42. 


a 2 ., of Quaker Oats Co., speech: May 4- 
D. " 


Carr, Braxton B., elected president, Ameri- 
- Waterways Operators, Inc.: June 8-p. 


‘Carrier’s Role in Export Control,’ Commerce 
Dept. handbook: May 4-p. 33. 


Carroll, Harry J., tribute to by Regular 
Common Carrier Conference: Feb. 16-p. 30. 


Casey, R.E., reelected president of A.M.M.I.: 
Feb. 9-p. 39; speech: May 18-p. 28. 


ee eyoams 





































































































4— GENERAL INDEX 


Castle, Lewis, of St. 
speech: Apr. 20-p. 38. 

Central Freight Claim Conference, meeting: 
oy 9-p. 44; Purdue University: Mar. 30-p. 
56. 

Central Motor Freight Association, luncheon 
honoring P.M. Greenberg: Feb. 2-p. 36. 
Central States Shipper-Motor Carrier Con- 
aance, organization meeting: May 18-p. 

6. 

Central Territory Shipper-Motor Carrier Con- 
ference, committee to study formation of 
named: June l1-p. 35. 

Central Territory Traffic Conference, election 
meeting: June 8-p. 39. 

Chain Store Traffic League, election meeting: 
June 8-p. 39. 

Chamber of Commerce of the U.S., transpor- 
tation outlook for 1957: Jan. 19-p. 22; 
annual meeting: Apr. 13-p. 48; May 4-p. 35; 
rail retirement fund: June 8-p. 30; semi- 
annual press conference: June 22-p. 30. 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railway, stockholders 
meeting: Mar. 23-p. 36; dedication of coal 
piers: May 4-p. 27; coal dock plans: June 1- 
p. 18; freight car center opening: June 15- 
p. 26; presents steam locomotive to Michi- 
gan State University: June 29-p. 30. 

Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Railway, passenger 
service cut proposed: Jan. 26-p. 27. 

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad, ‘Stream- 
linér’ rate digest: Apr. 27-p. 27; Chicago 
area survey: June 1-p. 47. 

Chicago & North Western Railway, cancel- 
lation of free pickup and delivery service: 
Mar. 2-p. 50; Mar. 16-p. 57; purchase of 
Litchfield & Madison Railway: June Il-p. 
33; common carrier ‘piggyback’ service be- 
tween Chicago and Minnesota: June 8-p. 
30; meeting on L. & M. Rwy. merger; June 
22-p. 41; piggyback extension: June 29-p. 
23. 

Chicagoland Fair, rail exhibit at: June 29-p. 
aa 





Lawrence Seaway, 


Chicago Overseas Shipping Association, elec- 
tion meeting: Jan. 5-p. 33. 

Chicago Tunnel Co., reorganization hearing: 
Mar. 2-p. 78. 

Civil Aeronautics Administration, year-end 
statement: Jan. 5-p. 34; new center at 
Oklahoma City: Feb. 16-p. 44. 

Civil Service Commission, Cincinnati, O., 
regional traffic specialist tests: May 1l-p. 
40 


Clarke, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: Feb. 2- 
p. 46; Feb. 23-p. 25; Mar. 23-p. 25; Apr. 6- 
p. 37; Apr. 13-p. 28; May l1l-p. 25; ap- 
pointed member, U.S. National Commis- 
sion, Pan American Railway Congress: May 
18-p. 28; May 25-p. 25; sworn in as Pan 
American Railway Congress members: June 
1-p. 41. 

Coal bituminous, 
May 11-p. 31. 
Coal, conversion to by Florida power plants: 

Mar. 2-p. 47. 

Coal Exporters Association of the U.S., meet- 
ings: May ll-p. 48; June 8-p. 42. 

Coastwise Line, new Pacific northwest agency 
appointed: Mar. 30-p. 40. 

Cole, J.B., president, Jack Cole Co., speech: 
Apr. 20-p. 45. 

Cole, Todd G., vice-president—finance, Delta 
Air Lines, speech before Wash. (D.C.) 
Society of Investment Analysts: May 25-p. 
64 


movement of by barge: 


Commercial Transport Corp., acquisition of 
American Barge Line Co.: June 22-p. 47. 

Committee of American Steamship Lines, 
foreign trade study: May 25-p. 25. 

Condon, Arthur D., general counsel, In- 
dependent Advisory Committee to the 
Trucking Industry, speech: Jan. 26-p. 25. 

Consolidated and Uniform Classification 
commitees, docket No. 179: Feb. 16-p. 19. 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc., receipt of 
Defense Dept. ‘Reserve’ award: May 4- 
p. 34. 

Cook, Gen. Orval R. (ret.), named president 
of Aircraft Industries Assoc. of America: 
Jan. 12-p. 36. 

Coulter, J. Russell, president, Toledo, Peoria 
& Western RR, speech: Feb. 16-p. 39. 

Council for Economic and Industry Re- 
search, Inc., computation of highway pro- 
gram impact on industries: Mar. 16-p. 23. 

Council of the International Civil Aviation 
Organization, election of president: Mar. 
9-p. 32. 

Coyle, Paul, director, I.C.C. Bureau of Op- 
erating Rights, speech: May lil-p. 31. 
Crowley, R.E., of Colgate-Palmolive Co., 

speech: May 4-p. 27. 

Curley, John F., named to participate in 
Civil Service Commission management 
intern program: Jan. 19-p. 27. 


Curtis, Edward P., aviation planning as- 


sistant to President, resignation: June 22- 
p. 36. 


Dalton, William, of American Warehouse- 
men’s Assoc., letter to Budget Director 
Brundage on government competition in 
warehousing: May 18-p. 43. 





Davis, Champion McD., president, Atlantic 
age eee Railroad, retirement of: June 
-p. : 

D.C. Transit System, Inc., authority to self- 
insure: Feb. 23-p. 51. 

Deale, Harry, of the I.C.C., commended by 
Comm. Freas: Jan. 12-p. 24. 

Dearmont, Russell L., elected president, Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroad: May 25-p. 23. 

Deaton, C.D., named president, Alabama 
Trucking Assoc.: June 8-p. 47. 

Deegan, T.J., Jr., becomes independent pub- 
lic policy advisor to New York Central 
and Alleghany Corp.: June 1-p. 17. 

Delaware & Hudson Railroad, equipment 
purchase plan: June Il-p. 35. 

Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad, 
stockholder trustee voting: June 15-p. 60; 
embargo on C.L. traffic for Norwich, N.Y., 
account discontinuance of service: June 
29-p. 44. 

Delta pane, Inc., expansion plan: Mar. 2- 
p. 54. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
annual meeting: Apr. 6-p. 32; Chapter 
meetings: Akron-Cleveland joint: Apr. 27- 
p. 38; Baltimore: Jan. 19-p. 22; Feb. 16- 
p. 37; Buckeye: Mar. 9-p. 34; May 18-p. 34; 
Chicago: Feb. 2-p. 35; Mar. 9-p. 32; June 
29-p. 39; Cleveland: Apr. 27-p. 38; May 
4-p. 37; Detroit: Jan. 19-p. 35; Eastern 
Region No. 2: May 25-p. 58; Kansas City: 
Mar. 16-p. 38; Apr. 20-p. 30; May 4-p. 27; 
June 8-p. 45; St. Joseph: Jan. 12-p. 34; 
Tulsa: Jan. 12-p. 23; Washington, D.C.: 
Feb. 2-p. 39; Mar. 30-p. 155; June 8-p. 35; 
Westchester: June 15-p. 28. 

Delta Tank Manufacturing Co., Inc., portable 

steel bin for granular goods: Jan. 12-p. 

36; portable bulk plant for pulverized ma- 

terials: Jan. 26-p. 37. 


Department of the Army, Award of Merit 
presented to Army Transportation Corps: 
June 22-p. 44. 


Department of Commerce-Bureau of Public 
Roads, highway safety exhibition: June 29- 
p. 42. 


Department of Defense, presentation of 
Reserve Award to American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc.: Feb. 2-p. 34; travel data: 
Mar. 23-p. 37; freight cost estimate: Mar. 
30-p. 169; to partake in American Associa- 
tion of State Highways Officials road tests: 
June 29-p. 28. 


Department of Justice, formation of Office 
of Administrative Procedure: Feb. 16-p. 
27; per diem charges under sec. 5a agree- 
ments complaint: Mar. 16-p. 42; views on 
corporate relationships between Matson 
Navigation Co. and Hawaiian shippers: 
June 22-p. 40. 

Deramus, III, William N., elected president, 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad: Jan. 19- 
p. 36. 

Douglas Aircraft, Inc., plans to equip DC- 
7’s with British turbo-prop engines: June 
8-p. 46 

Dravo Corp., rail-river terminal construc- 
tion at Bunola, Pa.: Feb. 23-p. 43. 

bay > eae by Dept. of Commerce: Mar. 
9-p. 36. 

Duncan, James T., traffic division manager, 


Florida Fruit & Vegetable Assoc., speech: 
Mar. 9-p. 33. 


Eastern Industrial Traffic League, meeting: 
Mar. 16-p. 39; Apr. 27-p. 35. 

Eastern Railroad Presidents Conference, 
booklet on railroad information: May 11- 
p. 37. 

Eaton, Cyrus, board chairman, C.&O. RR, 
year-end statement: Jan. 5-p. 27. 

Eddy, Oscar B., honored on retirement: Feb. 
9-p. 26. 

Embargoes, account New York tug strike: 
Feb. 9-p. 45; account longshoremen’s 
strike in East: Feb. 16-pp. 20, 28: Mar. 
2-pp. 16, 44; account New York harbor 
strike: Mar. 16-p. 28; account N.Y.O. & 
W. Ry. cessation of operations: Mar. 23-p. 


25; account C. & N.W. free pickup and 
delivery cancellation: Apr. 6-p. 21: ac- 
count cargo ship conversions: Apr. 20- 


i. ie 
Erie Railroad, piggyback service with Dan- 


iels Motor Freight, Inc.: Feb. 23-p. 31; 
carrying of common truck trailers: Mar. 
2-p. 51; day-light saving time operation: 
Mar. 30-p. 156; study on merger with 
D.&H. and D.L.&W.: Apr. 20-p. 27. 

Estes, F.F., executive secretary, Coal Ex- 
porters Assoc., speeches, etc.: Jan. 26-p. 


32; Mar. 30-p. 166. 


Export control requirements, pamphlet on 
by Bureau of Foreign Commerce: Apr. 27- 
p. 26. 


‘Export-Import Forwarding and Traffic Man- 
~ sey handbook, by Dr. A. Murr: May 
18-p. 48. 
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F 

Farm cooperatives income, U.S.D.A. report: 
Feb. 2-p. 38. 

Federal Barge Lines, Inc., opening of 1957 
season on Missouri and Mississippi rivers: 
Feb. 23-p. 43; first Missouri river tow cf 
season delayed: Mar. 23-p. 26; new Chicago 
Offices: June 15-p. 95. 

Federal Civil Defense Administration, plans 
for mobilizing transport planes in emer- 
gency: Jan. 19-p. 34. 

Federal Power Commission authorizes Texes 
Eastern Transmission Corp. to convert part 
of ‘Little Inch’ to petroleum transporte - 
tion: June 29-p. 25. 

Federal travel and transport budget est - 
mates: Mar. 16-p. 23. 


Federation for Railway Progress, annual 


dinner and ‘Railroad Man of the Year’ 
selected: Mar. 23-pp. 21, 26; rail award 
winners: Mar. 30-p. 168; annual dinner: 
Apr. 6-p. 38 


Fenske, Harry D., transportation consultant, 
speech: Jan. 19-p. 35 

Ferguson, C.W., 
Commission, letter to Pacific Northwest 
Advisory Board on state legislature query 
into railroad contributions: June 29-p. 24, 


Ferryboat, N.J.-Delaware service proposed: 
Feb. 9-p. 42. 
Fibre = Association, meeting: Apr. 2)- 
5 


p. a 

Fisher, Joseph A., president, Reading Rail- 
1g emcee etc.: Apr. 20-p. 42; June 
-p. ; 

Flemming, A.S., resignation as O.D.M. direc- 
tor: Feb. 9-p. 45. 

Flint, S.H., of Quaker Oats Co., 
Apr. 27-p. 26. 

Florida East Coast Rwy.-Great Southern 
Trucking Co., introduce ‘piggyback’ serv- 
ice: June 22-p. 30. 

Florida road check by I.C.C. and others: 
Apr. 13-p. 25; May 1l-p. 39. 

Flour, first motor carrier direct bulk ship- 
ment: Mar. 30-p. 159. 
Food transport, U.S.D.A. 

5-p. 36. 

Foreign airline landing rights, speech on by 
State Dept. official: June 1-p. 33. 

Frank, Roy C., general counsel, Parcel Post 
sen, ENG in Senate hearing: May 

-p. . 

Fraser, Donald V., named chairman of the 
board, M-K-T RR.: Jan. 19-p. 36. 

Freas, Commissioner, speech: Feb. 23-p. 41. 

Freight Claim Committee of Southern Mo- 
tor Carriers Rate Conference, receives 
A.T.A. National Freight Claim Council 
charter: Jan. 26-p. 30; meetings: Apr. 20- 


speech; 


study on: Jan, 


p. 47. 
Fruehauf, Roy, president of Fruehauf Trailer 
Co., speech: Mar. 9-p. 36. 


G 


Galveston Truck Line Corp., ‘hot cargo’ case: 
Feb. 16-pp. 32, 42. 

Gamble, M:G., president, Esso Shipping Co., 
speeches, etc.: May 18-p. 25. 

Garden State Truck Terminal, election an- 
nouncement: Feb. 9-p. 42. 

General Accounting Office, collections of 
government overpayments to freight car- 
riers: Feb. 2-p. 37. 

General Services Administration, annual re- 
port: Feb. 9-p. 41; inventory: Feb. 16-p. 
45; hastening of redress of errors in bids 
of contractors: May 4-p. 23. 

General Warehouse & Transportation Co., 
East Peoria, Ill., warehouse opening: May 
4-p. 30. 

Genet, A.S., president, Greyhound Corp., 
honorary degree conferred: June 1-p. 23 

Georgia Motor Trucking Assoc., Inc., elt 
tion meeting: May 18-p. 45. 

Godwin, Richard P., of Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, named to head joint nuclear mer- 
chant ship committee: Feb. 2-p. 4 

Goodyear, C.J., working on specia! 
ment for National Coal Association: 
9-p. 87. 

Government procurement of transport serv- 
ices, rule changes by G.A.O.: Apr. 27- 
p. 36. : 

Grace Line, keel-laying for S.S. ‘Santa Rosa’: 
Jan. 26-p. 35. 

Grain export center, Chicago vs. Kansas City 
as leading: May 4-p. 31. 

Grain, unloading of by Link-Belt Co. ‘Kar- 
Flo’: June 1-p. 47. 

Gray, Gordon, nominated O.D.M. director: 
Feb. 9-p. 17. 

Great Lakes area industrial 
plan, bills for O.D.M. study 
Feb. 9-p. 37. 

Great Lakes Conference of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, annual conven- 
tion: June 22-p. 43. 

Great Lakes Overseas Freight Conference, 
report on foreign ships on Lakes: Apr 
27-p. 27. 

Greiner, L.T., of B.F. Goodrich Tire Co 

speech: Jan. 26-p. 29. 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


Crosvenor, Edward V., chairman, Railroads’ 
a Research Group, speech: Mar. 30-p. 

C.rotz, W.A., elected president, T.A.A. Cen- 
aa) aes Enterprise Council: May 18- 
p. 48. 

Crowers & Shippers League of Florida, an- 
nual business meeting: June 15-p. 28. 


Ccrubbs, Jr., Harry L., elected first vice-presi- . 


dent, Local Cartage National Conference: 
June 8-p. 

C ruber, Victor I., of Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, speech: June 8-p. 35. 

( urley, Fred G., president, Santa Fe Rwy., 
speeches, statements, etc.: Jan. 5-p. 27; 
Feb. 16-p. 32. 

( ypsum Assn., box car improvement study: 
Feb. 9-p. 40. 


} abermeyer, Howard W., nomination to 
Railroad Retirement Board confirmed by 
poate committee: Feb. 2-pp. 15, 90; June 
29-p. 15. 

} illiday, Roscoe E., appointed manager, 
Maine Motor Rate Bureau: May 25-p. 59. 
Himm, Jr., E.F., president, Traffic Service 
Sorp., elected director of A.S.T.T.: Feb. 
1-p. 39; named National Transportation 

Week chairman: Feb. 2-p. 41. 


Himm, Leonard, elected president, Local 
Yartage National Conference: June 8- 
‘= 5 


H.mmond, Harold F., executive vice-presi- 
ient, Transportation Association of Amer- 
ca, speeches, etc.: Jan. 26-p. 34; Mar. 
'3-p. 19. 

Hurrell, John W., of the Baltimore Shippers 
teceiyers Cooperative, fined for soliciting 
voncessions: Jan. 19-p. 71. 

H rris, Milton E., reelected president, Penn- 
ylvania Motor Truck Assoc.: presented 
\.T.A. safety award: June 29-p. 40. 

Harris, Representative, of Arkansas, speeches, 
‘te.: at Traffic Club of New York: Jan. 
6-p. 23; Feb. 9-p. 35; Mar. 23-p. 37; May 
5-p. 58. 

Hartzsch, F.E., named commissioner of 
G.S.A. transportation and public utilities 
service: May 18-p. 43. 

Hawaii Freight Traffic Clinic: June 15-p. 32. 
Haw, J.W., of Northern Pacific Ry., honor- 
ary doctorate presentation: May 18-p. 45. 
Haynes, J.P. elected president, Central Ter- 
ritory Traffic Conference: June 8-p. 39. 
Healy, Thomas M., of RR Retirement Board, 

speech: Mar. 9-p. 29. 

Heater, C.L., named vice-chairman, Railway 
Progress Institute: Jan. 5-p. 30. 

Heineman, Ben W., board chairman, Chicago 
& North Western Railroad, speech: June 
8-p. 47. 

Hermann Forwarding Co., ‘free time,’ deten- 
tion fee plan for power vehicles: Jan. 19- 


, Frank M., named board chairman, 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Rwy.: June 8-p. 32. 

Highway construction, rise in bid prices: 
May 4-p. 30; progress report on by federal 
highway administrator Tallamy: June 8- 
p. &. 

Highway program, funds for small airfields: 
Jan. 26-p. 25; impact on industries: Mar. 
16-p. 23; cost allocation study pamphlet: 
Apr. 13-p. 32. 

Highway safety committee, revocation of 
by President Eisenhower: June 22-p. 44. 
Highways, detailed location of established: 

Jan. 5-p. 36. 

Highway transportation barriers, report on 
by U.S.D.A.: Apr. 27-p. 29. 

Hogs, water-sprinkling system for in transit: 
June 8-p. 44. 

Honolulu, Chamber of Commerce-Propeller 
Club, meeting: May 25-p. 40. 

Household goods carriers, petition to I.C.C. 
for Bulwinkle act status declaration: Apr. 

-p. 91; speech on new regulations for by 
R.E. Garrett: May 4-p. 32. 


Humphries, A.K., president, Pacific Inter- 
mountain Express, death of: June 29- 
D. Zi. 


Hutchins, Curtis M., relinquishes presidency, 
Bangor & Aroostook Railroad Co.: June 29- 


p. 18. 

Hutchinson, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: 
May 1ll-p. 31; May 18-p. 45; June 1-p. 37; 
June 15-p. 32. 

Huyler, R.I., president, Lehigh & Hudson 
River Ry., speech: Apr. 20-p. 49. 

I 
Illinois Central Railroad, Japanese firm 


omplaint case through Attorney General’s 
ffice: Jan. 5-p. 50; employe service award 
linner: June 8-p. 48. 

Iiiinois Territory Industrial Traffic League, 
lection meeting: Feb. 9-p. 40; meeting: 
Apr. 27-p. 47. 

I inois Waterway navigation improvement 
peosees, Army Engineers report on: May 

-p. 44. 








Inauguration ceremonies, 
tions for: Jan. 19-p 

Indiana Motor Truck Assoc. + spring work- 
shop: Apr. 27-p. 38. 

Ingersoll, A.C., Jr., president, Federal Barge 
Lines, speeches, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 23; letter 
to Rep. Harris on avoiding transport policy 
‘conflict’: May 1l-p. 45. 

Inland Waterways Common Carriers Assoc., 
formation of: June 1-p. 

Institute on Foreign Transportation and 
Port Operations, eighth annual, at Tulane 


railroad prepara- 


University: Feb. 23-p. 50. 

Intercoastal Steamship Freight Assoc., 
—— in heavy lift charges: Apr. 20- 
p. 46. 


Internal Revenue Service, ruling on: icing 
and salting service tax: Jan. 26-p. 32; 
passenger tax pamphlet: Feb. 2-p. 41; ex- 
emption of certain military personnel 
from travel tax: Feb. 2-p. 45; transporta- 
tion tax on goods for export: May 4-p. 38; 
fee for truck unloading helper: May 11-p. 
42; tax exemption on court-held property: 
May 25-p. 63; motor vehicle use: June 1- 
p. 36; tax on property shipped into USS.: 
June 1-p. 48; tax on persons paid outside 
the U.S.: June 15-p. 35; clarifies highway 
tax exemption: June 22-p. 42; transporta- 
tion tax rulings: June 22-p. 43; June 
29-p. 28. 

International Apple Association, truck com- 
mittee, meeting: Jan. 19-p. 38; 
commodity bill of lading’: Feb. 

International Cargo Handling Coordination 
—— ‘port efficiency’ booklet: Apr. 

-p. 8 

International Cooperation Administration, 

semi-annual report to Congress: May l1l- 


p. q 

International Labor Organizations meeting, 
U.S. delegates to: Mar. 16-p. 30. 

Interstate Commerce Commission, require- 
ment of 66 letter copies, comments by 
er Williams: Mar. 30-p. 27; Apr. 6- 
p. 21. 

Iron and steel industry expansion along 
waterways: Apr. 20-p. 52. 

Itschner, Maj. Gen. E.C., Chief of Engineers, 
U.S. Army, speech: Feb. 16-p. 43. 


J 


Jamestown, N.D., cancellation of as grain 
inspection station: Mar. 2-p. 69. 

Jenkins, J.T., elected chairman, A.T.A. coun- 
cil of safety supervisors: May 25-p. 57. 

Jennings, Rep., of Virginia, statement on 
effect of freight rate increases on farmers: 
Feb. 2-p. 37. 

Jersey Central Lines, employe furloughs ac- 
count pier and tugboat strikes: Feb. 23-p. 
35; retirement of ‘first successful’ diesel: 
June 15-p. 95. 

Jet Age Airport Conference: Mar. 30-p. 162. 

‘Jet age task force’, International Civil 
Aviation Organization, report on naviga- 
tion networks: Apr. 6-p. 37. 

Johnson, Col. J. Monroe, U.S. Army 
tired), speech: Mar. 16-p. 41. 

Johnson Motor Lines, Inc., election of board 
chairman: Jan. 5-p. 32. 


K 


Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corp., ‘pre- 
yg photo of rail shipments: Feb. 9- 
p. 43. 

Kalijarvi, T.V., Assistant Secretary of State 
for Economic Affairs, speech: June 1-p. 33. 

Kauffman, J.C., of C.&O. Ry., speech: Apr. 
6-p. 32. 

Kelly, James J., of Springmeier Shipping 
Co., speech: Mar. 16-p. 37. 

Keystone Motor Express, 
meeting: Mar. 2-p. 53. 
Kiernan, Loyd J., study on rail extension in 
Nepal and Ceylon: June 8-p. 32. 
Kiley, J.P., president, Milwaukee 

speech: Apr. 27-p. 43. 

Knudson, James K., attorney, 
Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Assoc. 
vention: Jan. 26-p. 25. 

Kramer, M.D., vice-president, Associated 
Transport, Inc., speech: Feb. 16-p. 33. 
Kuhn, Ferd W., ~+vice-president—traffic, 

Monon Railroad, death of: Feb. 23-p. 21. 


L 


Lake Carriers’ Assoc., election meeting: Apr. 
20-p. 30. 

Lamson Mobilift Corp., warehouse materials 
handling system report: Jan. 26-p. 33. 


Langdon, Jervis, Jr., of B.&O. Railroad, 
letter to Chairman Clarke on I.C.C. powers 
in preferential rates cases: Mar. 2-p. 32. 


La Roe, Wilbur, Jr., letter to Rep. Evans, 
of Tenn., on House select committee on 
small business subcommittee report: Jan. 
19-p. 22; ltr. to Rep. Evans on uniform 
judicializing of administrative procedure: 

Feb. 23-p. 42; death of: Apr. 20-p. 43; 

tribute to: May 4-p. 38. 


(re- 


Inc., managers 


Road, 


speech at 
con- 
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Lasher, Maj. Gen. E.C.R., Military Traffic 
Management executive director, speeches, 
etc.: Jan, 5-p. 26; Jan. 12-p. 18; Mar. 2- 
p. 54; Apr. 6-p. 38; June 8-p. 29. 

Lehigh Portland Co., Chicago office closing: 
March 2-p. 54. 


Leith, Robert, new president, Borinquen 
Steamship Co.: May 25-p. 64. 
Lemmon, Willard L., president, Lemmon 


Transport Co., Inc., receipt by of Junior 
a of Commerce award: March 2- 
p. i 

Leopold, J.L., public relations, speech at 
St. Louis traffic club: Jan. 19-p. 38. 

Link Belt Co., “Trailer-Bak’ system for bulk 
highway trailer loads: March 2- -p. 49. 
Liquids transport, rubber rolling bag for 

bulk: Jan. 12-p. 29. 

Local Airlines, statistical announcement by 
Chairman J.C. FPloberg: Feb. 23-p. 49. 
Local Cartage National Conference, road tax 
protest meeting: Jan. 26-p. 36; annual 

convention: June 8-p. 41. 

Lockheed Aircraft Corp., record deliveries: 
May 18-p. 47. 

Long Island, inclusion under New York 
harbor on coal rates: Jan. 26-p. 17. 

Loomis, Daniel P., testimony: Feb. 9-p. 87; 
speech: Feb. 23-p. 33. 

Los Angeles Transportation Club, meeting: 
Jan. 26-p. 29. 

Louisiana Motor Transport Assn., meeting: 
Feb. 2-p. 40. 

Louisville &. Nashville-N.C.&St. 
order delayed: Apr. 13-p. 104. 

Luckenback Steamship Co., fleet replacement 
statement: Mar. 16-p. 29. 

Lufthansa German Airlines, air cargo tariff 
pamphlet: May 18-p. 48. 

Lynchburg (Va.) Traffic Bureau, tariff sus- 
pension request: Mar. 9-p. 50. 

Lyon Van & Storage Co., use of fir plywood 
in crating export breakables: Feb. 16- 


p. 40. 


L. merger 


M 


Macfarlane, R.S., Northern Pacific Ry. presi- 
dent, speeches, statements: Jan. 5-p. 27; 
Feb. 16-p. 44. 

— Haulers Assoc:, meeting: Mar. 23- 


Mackie. David I., chairman, Eastern Railroad 
Presidents Conference, speeches, etc.: Feb. 
9-p. 29. 

Magnuson, Senator, of Washington, speeches, 
etc.: June 1-p. 22; June 8-p. 44. 

Maidt, Col. Honald N., assigned chief of 
military motor transport division, Office 
of the Chief of Transportation for Army: 


Jan. 5-p. 30. 
Mail diversion, from rail to trucks: Feb. 
16-p. 45; Feb. 23-p. 19; Mar. 2-p. 43; 


P.&L.E. case: Mar. 23-p. ‘23; congressional 

advisory group report on: ‘Mar. 23-p. 21; 

Senate hearing: Mar. 30-p. 220; statements: 

Apr. 20-p. 46; Senate hearing: May 4-p. 83. 

Mail, holiday, volume record: Jan. 5-p. 35. 

Mail pay, authority to increase: June 1- 
4 


p. 34. 

Maracaibo Marine Service, ‘piggyback’ barges 
for Venezuela: June 29-p. 41. 

Marine Exchange, Inc., annual luncheon: 
Mar. 30-p. 160. 

Maritime Administration, 
nuclear power for merchant ships: 
29-p. 39. 

‘Maritime Day’ poster contest award, pres- 
entation by Vice-President Nixon: May 11- 
p. 46. 

Marks, Jr., Wirt P., chosen president, Rich- 
mond, Fredericksburg and Potomac Rail- 
road: June 22-p. 

Marsh, Ernest S., elected president, Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry.: May 4-p. 35. 

Martin, Glenn L., Watertown, Colo., plant, 
motor carrier applications to serve: Jan. 
26-p. 54. 

Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., election of of- 
ficers: Apr. 13-p. 47. 

Materials Handling Exposition, Seventh An- 
nual: Apr. 20-p. 42. 

McCarthy, C.J., nominated by President to 


symposium on 
June 


be a member of the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics: Jan. 19-p. 74. 

McCoy, Charles L., of Canadian National 
Rys., speech: Feb. 23-p. 38. 

McGinnis, P.B., president, Boston & Maine 
RR., speech: Mar. 30-p. 156. 

McLean Trucking Co., drivers’ incentive 
plan: Feb. 9-p. 44. 

McPherson, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: 
Mar. 16-p. 33; Apr. 20-p. 50 

Merchandise Division, American Warehouse- 
— Assoc., annual meeting: Mar. 23- 
p. 35. 

Merchant ship tonnage ‘on order’: June 15- 
p. 37. 

Michigan Freight Claim Assoc., meeting: 


Jan. 5-p. 26; June 8-p. 30; June 23-p. 42. 


Michigan Industrial Traffic League, fourth 
annual conference: Mar. 9-p. 34. 
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Michigan Railroads Association-University 
of Michigan, Third Michigan Railroad 
Management Seminar: March 2-p. 37; Mar. 
9-p. 23. 

Michigan, state highway commissioner 
Mackie speech on ‘seasonal restriction’ of 
trucks: May 25-p. 62. 

Michigan State University, ‘Conference on 
Transportation for Executives’: March 2- 
p. 51. 

Michigan Traffic and Transportation Con- 
ference, fourth annual meeting: May 4-p. 
39; May 25-p. 49. 

Middle Atlantic Conference, petition of to 
I.C.C. on detention charge investigation: 
Jan. 19-p. 13: vehicle detention proposals: 
Apr. 27-p. 27. 

Middlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 
ence, meetings: Jan. 19-p. 29; Apr. 20-p. 
50; May 25-p. 42. 

Midwest Association of Railroad and Utilities 
Commissioners, annual convention: May 
18-p. 28. 

Military Air Transport Service, designation 
of as principal military airlift agency: 
Jan. 5-p. 37. 

Military Railway Service, Veterans, annual 
reunion: June 8-p. 44. ; 

Military Sea Transportation Service, private 
shipping competition denied by Defense 
Dept.: Feb. 2-p. 34. 

Military Traffic Management Agency, ap- 
pointment of regional directors: Feb. 2-p. 
36; Feb. 9-p. 42; Feb. 23-p. 45; Mar. 2-p. 
53: speech on regulation of by Capt. W.C. 
Johnson, U.S.N.: Mar. 2-p. 41; rate tender 
instructions: June 15-p. 35. 

Miller, E.S., president, Maine Central RR, 
speech: Mar. 30-p. 166. ; 

Mills, Edward K., Jr., named acting com- 
missioner, transportation and public utili- 
ties services, General Services Administra- 
tion: Mar. 9-p. 18. ; 

Milwaukee Road, photographing of 
trial sites: June 29-p. 44. 

Minor, Commissioner, speeches: Mar. 

33; June 1-p. 50. : 

Mississippi River navigation projects, speech 
on by Gen. Itschner: Feb. 16-p. 43. 

Mississippi Valley Assoc., meeting: Feb. 2- 
p. 36; annual convention: Feb. 9-p. 34; 
policy declaration: May 1l-p. 46. 

Missouri-Karisas-Texas RR headquarters re- 
moval, letter by Sen. Magnuson to Chair- 
man Clarke: Apr. 6-p. 40. 

Mitchell, Commissioner, renomination of to 
I.c.Cc. sent to Senate: Jan. 19-p. 30; ap- 
proved by Senate committee: Feb. 9-pp. 
18, 81; renomination confirmed: Feb. 16- 


p. 86. 
Molasses, Feb. 2- 


indus- 


16-p. 


new transport methods: 
p. , 

Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., personnel, of- 
fice changes: May 11-p. 47. _ 

Moran, Grant L., elected president, 
Store Traffic League: June 8-p. 39. 

Morgan, C.M., appointed general secretary, 
General Motors Traffic Assoc.: Mar. 2- 
p. Si. 

Morgan, Dr. Charles S., of the Bureau of 
Transport Economics and Statistics, re- 
tirement of: Mar. 9-p. 32. 

Morneau, L.O., of Thomas J. Lipton, Inc., 
speech: June 1-p. 31. ; 

Motor carrier interchange of trailer prac- 
tices, changes in: Apr. 20-p. 30. 

Motor Carrier Lawyers Association, conven- 
tion plans: Jan. 5-p. 36; meetings: Jan. 
19-p. 34; Apr. 13-p. 48; annual conference: 
May i1l1-p. 31. 

Motor carrier loss and damage claims, letter 
by J.M. Miller to H. Qualls: Feb. 2-p. 38. 

Motor carrier night-time safety program: 
Apr. 6-p. 42. 

Motor carrier rate increase proposals: Apr. 
13-p. 97. 

Motor carrier rates, article by F.S. Thomp- 
son: Mar. 9-p. 26. 

Motor carrier safety check program, annual 
summer activities: Apr. 20-p. 53. 

‘Motor Carrier Transportation Week’, at New 
Orleans, La.: Feb. 16-p. 41. 

Motor carrier weighing problems: Mar. 16- 
p. 25. 

‘Motor Truck Facts,’ Automobile Manufac- 
turers Assoc. booklet: May 25-p. 43. 

Motor vehicle use tax, I.R.S. rulings on: 
June 1-p. 36. 

Mountain-Pacific States Conference of Pub- 
lic Service Commissions, meeting: Mar. 30- 
p. 162. 

Movers and Warehousemen’s Association of 
America, Inc., annual convention: Mar. 
16-p. 31. 

Munitions Carriers Conference, Ex Parte 206 
hearing: Jan. 12-p. 49; Jan. 26-p. 50. 
Murphy, H.C., president, Burlington Lines, 

speeches, etc.: May 18-p. 37. 

Murphy, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: Mar. 
16-p. 33; Apr. 13-p. 38; June l-p. 25; June 
8-p. 30. 

Muskegon Pipe Line Corp., organization of: 
May 4-p. 33. 


Chain 


Nash, Bradley, appointed Deputy Under Sec- 
retary of Commerce for Transportation: 
Jan. 12-p. 34. 

Nashville Traffic and Transportation Club, 
annual dinner: Jan. 26-p. 29. 

National Airlines, ‘special representatives’ to 
assist travelers at airports: Jan. 12-p. 35. 


National Association of Railroad and Utilities © 


Commissioners, meeting: Jan. 12-p. 32; 
executive committee meeting: Apr. 27-p. 40; 
panel discussion: June 22-p. 35. 

National Association of Refrigerated Ware- 
houses, North Atlantic chapter revises 
detention charge rules: Feb. 23-p. 35; an- 
nual meeting: Mar. 23-p. 35; Apr. 13-p. 33. 

National Association, of Wheat Growers, an- 
nual meeting: Feb. 16-p. 32. 

National Automobile Transporters Associa- 
“?— claims division meeting: May 11- 
p. 31. 

National Championship Packaging and Ma- 
“eg Handling Competition: Mar. 23- 
p. 36. 

National Classification Board, hearings of: 
docket No. 78: Mar. 9-p. 18; docket No. 79: 
June 1-p. 15. 

National Classification Committee, meeting: 
Feb. 9-p. 42; handling of 12 appeals from 
the National Classification Board: Feb. 23- 
p. 42; election blanks: Mar. 30-p. 169. 

National Clean Car Program, report on by 
N.A.S.A.B. joint committee: Apr. 6-p. 41. 

National Coal Association, statement on rail 
rates: Mar. 30-p. 157; request that O.D.M. 
consider residual oil imports in crude oil 
import study: June 1-p. 52; follow-up letter 
on residual oil import cut to Defense 
Mobilization Director: June 29-p. 43. 

National Conference of Non-Profit Shipping 
Associations, Inc., first annual meeting: 
Feb. 23-p. 39. 

National Conference on Handling Perish- 
able Agricultural Commodities, eleventh 
annual: Feb. 23-p. 39. 

National Council of Farmer Cooperatives, 
annual session: Jan. 26-p. 27. 

National Council on Business Mail, annual 
meeting: Feb. 16-p. 45. 

National Defense Transportation Associa- 
tion, San Francisco Bay Area chapter, 
election meeting: Jan. 26-p. 33; Apr. 6-p. 
28; New England chapter, meeting: Feb. 
23-p. 35: Ozark chapter, midwinter meet- 
ing: Mar. 2-p. 41; recipients of ‘certificates 
of appreciation’: Mar. 30-p. 154; Thomas 
J. Week Foundation: Apr. 27-p. 43; Phila- 
delphia chapter, election meeting: May 11- 
p. 48; New Orleans chapter, meeting: May 
25-p. 28; Columbus chapter-Ohio defense 
officials joint meeting: June 8-p. 56; 
Miami, Fla., chapter election: June 15- 
p. 27. 

National Defense Transportation Day, resolu- 
tion for sponsored in Congress: Jan. 26- 
p. 31; proclamation by President: May 18- 
p. 17. 

National 
19-p. 34. 

National Freight Traffic Association, 
tion: Mar. 23-p. 38. 

National Furniture Warehousemen’s Associa- 
tion, annual convention: Mar. 23-p. 22. 
National Highway Users Conference, Inc., 
‘Federal Policy on Toll Roads’ booklet: 
Apr. 20-p. 53; state fuel-use tax study: 

May ll-p. 32. 

National Industrial Traffic League, position 
in Ex Parte No. 206 proceeding: Jan. 12-p. 
26; committee chairmen named: Feb. 2- 
p. 48; action in Ex Parte 206 case: Feb. 
16-p. 25. 

National Malleable & Steel Castings Co., 
executive promotions: Apr. 20-p. 21. 


National Maritime Day, observances: pro- 
peller clubs: May 25-p. 40; Propeller Club 
of the U.S.: May 25-p. 63; general: June 
l-pp. 24, 51. 


National Materials Handling Exposition: May 
25-p. 27. 


National Motor Freight Classifications, pow- 
ers + panied sent to participants: Feb. 
2-p. 1 

National Motor Freight Traffic Assoc., meet- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 20; Feb. 23-p. 41; Mar. 2-p. 
47; tariff construction bulletin: Mar. 2-p. 
46; meeting: June l-p. 44. 


National Paperboard Association, 
meeting: June 1-p. 41 


National Petroleum Council, 1957 members: 
Jan. 5-p. 25; formation of transport study 
committee: Apr. 13-p. 39. 


National Protective Packaging and Materials 
Handling Competition, 1956: Jan. 5-p. 30. 


National Retail Dry Goods Association, ex- 
ceptions to proposed rail fare increases: 
Jan, 26-p. 57; Traffic Group annual con- 
ference: Apr. 20-p. 37; Traffic Group an- 
nual convention: May 4-p. 39; May 1l-p. 
41; May 18-p. 29. 

National Rivers and Harbors Congress, an- 
nual meeting: Mar. 9-p. 32; annual con- 
vention: May 25-p. 41. 


Emergency Defense Airlift: Jan. 


elec- 


annual 
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National Safe Transit Committee, ‘Test Pro. 
cedures’ booklet: May 18-p. 29. 

National Safety Council, airline safety award 
winners: June 22-p. 40; railroad awarcs: 
June 24-p,. 27. 

National Small Shipments Traffic Confer- 
ence, Inc., motor carrier minimum charge 
statement: Feb. 2-p. 42; meeting: Mir. 
23-p. 38. 

National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., book 
tank truck operations: Feb. 16-p. 43; an- 
nual convention: Apr. 27-p. 37. 

National Trailer Pools, Inc., new advertisi.g 
medium on trailers: May 25-p. 64. 

—— Transportation Institute: Apr. ‘0- 


se a 

National Transportation Week, announ’e- 
ment of by A.T.C. of A. president: Fb, 
2-p. 41; observance or by traffic and tra):s- 
portation clubs: Apr. 6-p. 39; by N.D.T A. 
Northeast Alabama Chapter: Apr. 13-p. ::2: 
plans: Apr. 27-p. 25; general observance: 
May 4-p. 29; Williamsburg, Va., ceremoni'’s: 
May 11-p. 39; May 18-pp. 28, 40, 42; Kansas 
City observance: May 25-p. 58; Wasa., 
D.C. Traffic Club: May 25-pp. 39, 55; Chi- 
cago Traffic Club and Chicago N.D.T A. 
chapter: May 25-p. 45; Federal Civil Ie- 
fense Administration: May 25-p. 62. 

National Truck Leasing System, spring ex- 
ecutive conference: Jan. 19-p. 30. 

National Wooden Box Assn., election mert- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 44; meeting: Mar. 9-p. 87. 

National Wooden Pallet Manufacturers 
Assoc., annual meeting: Feb. 16-p. 42. 

Neff, Paul J., president, Missouri Pacific 
RR, death of: June 15-p. 39. 


Neuberger, Senator, of Oregon, speech: June 
22-p. 40. 


New England governors’ committee on pub- 
lic transportation, report on airport seif- 
support: Jan. 19-p. 31. 


New England Motor Carrier Freight Claim 
Conference, meeting: Feb. 16-p. 41: an- 
nual meeting: Mar. 23-p. 19; Apr. 6-p. 35. 

New England Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 
—— annual spring conference: May 4- 
Pp. > 

New Jersey Central-New Haven Railroad 
leasing of Park Avenue (N.Y.) property: 
Jan. 5-p. 37. 


New Jersey Industrial Traffic League, meet- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 45; meeting on state regu- 
latory bill: May 18-p. 17. 

New Jersey Motor Truck Association, safe 
driving awards and annual convention: 
May 11-p. 103. 

New York Central Railroad, ‘Flexi-Van’ 
piggyback service inaugurated: Apr. 6-p. 
33; vice-presidential changes announced: 
May 25-p. 49; building retirement program: 
ae l-p. 35; executive changes: June 22- 
p. 43. 

New York City 
Apr. 20-p. 53. 


New York, Ontario & Western Ry., cessation 
of operations required by court order: 
Mar. 23-p. 25. a 


New York Railroad Club, essay contest win- 
ners: Jan. 26-p. 31. 


New York State Barge Canal system, 1956 
freight traffic: Jan. 26-p. 23. 


Nooner, Jr., T.A., appointed vice-president, 
Railway Progress Institute: Feb. 2-p. 36. 
Norfolk & Western RR ‘Annual Better Service 

Conference’: Mar. 23-p. 33. 


North American Van Lines, Inc., stock split: 
Feb. 9-p. 44; air service extension for 
household goods: Mar. 2-p. 51; Japan serv- 
ice: Apr. 27-p. 47; art collection move: 
May 4-p. 26; employee income-protection 
plan: May 1l-p. 103. 

North Atlantic Mediterranean Freight Con- 
ference, suspension of some proposed Mid- 
dle East surcharges: Jan. 12-p. 34; ocean 
freight rate increase: May 25-p. 29. 

Northeastern Motor Carrier Freight Claim 


Conference, meetings: Feb. 16-p. 35; Apr. 
13-p. 45. 


Northern Pacific Rwy., liquidation of North- 
western Improvement Co. subsidiary: Jan. 
5-p. 32; revenues from oil, gas and land 
holdings: Jan. 12-p. 35; directors’ inspec- 
tion and goodwill trip: Apr. 20-p. 113; oil 
development plans: May 4-p. 36; installa- 
tion of 2,000-mile phone system: June 29-p. 
44. 


transport facilities study: 


Northwestern University, Transportation 
Center, progress report: June 1-p. 45 
Northwest Orient Airlines, ‘first rider fare’: 
Apr. 6-p. 42 

‘No Work, No Worry’ Club: Feb. 16-p. 29; 
meeting: Mar. 16-p. 35. 

Nuclear-powered locomotives: Feb. 2-p. 38. 

Nuclear-powered merchant ship, joint A.E.C.- 
M.A. development program: Jan. 12-p. 25; 
Feb. 2-p. 43; Feb. 16-p. 31; Feb. 23-p. 49; 
speech on by E.K. Sullivan: Mar. 23-p. 138; 
M.A. symposium on: June 29-p. 39. 
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Reedy, Roland N., treasurer, Great Southern 
Trucking Co., speech: Apr. 13-p. 32. 

Refrigerated trucks, U.S.D.A. report on tem- 
perature control in: June 22-p. 44. 

Regional Businessmen’s Highway Confer- 
ence, Atlanta, Ga.: Apr. 13-p. 33. 

Regulatory agencies, study of approved by 
House: Apr. 20-p. 37. 

Reider, Paul J., appointed acting assistant 
director, Bureau of Safety and Service: 
Feb. 9-p. 45. 

Rentzel, D.W., board chairman, Slick Air- 
ways, speech: Apr. 13-p. 103. 

Republic Van & Storage Co., Far East serv- 
ice announced: Apr. 27-p. 47. 

Rice, W. Thomas, elected president, Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad: June 22-p. 23. 

Riddle Airlines, ‘human remains’ service: 
May 18-p. 44. 

Road. canis by state highway departments: 

ne 29-p. 28. 
aan W. Gordon, elected president, 
Bangor & Aroostook Railroad Co.: June 29- 

; ie 

icc. Dr. Myles E., of National Coal 
Assn. and the American University, speech: 

. 2-p. 39. 

Babock. Dr. S.H., of «oma In- 
stitute, speech: Mar. -p. ui 

‘Roll-on, roll-off’ ship study by M.A.: Mar. 
-p. 33. 

neon, ALW.., vice-president, traffic, Western 
Pacific Railroad, speech: Jan. 26-p. 35. 

Rothschild, Louis S., Under Secretary of 
Commerce, speeches, etc.: Feb. 2-p. 42; 
May 25-p. 40; June 8-p. 44; June 29-p. 42. 

Royall, Robert E., of Department of Com- 
merce, retired: May 25-p. 48. 

Russell, D.J., president, Southern Pacific Co., 
speech: June 15-p. 33. 

Russian trade delegation observing U.S. 
trucking: May 18-p. 37. 

Ryder System, Inc., forms Borinquen Steam- 
ship Co.: May 25-p. 64. 


s 


St. Clair River District Transportation Club, 
‘perfect shipping’ meeting: May 4-p. 31. 
St. Johnsbury & Lamoille County Railroad, 
proposed sale of opposed by N.E. roads: 

Jan. 12-p. 35. 

St. Lawrence Seaway, construction schedule 
estimate: Feb. 2-p. 43; Great Lakes area 
rail connection plan study by Congress: 
Feb. 9-p. 37; tolls: Feb. 16-p. 32; Mar. 9-p. 
23; Mar. 16-p. 36; May 18-p. 48; June 1-p. 
23: annual report: Feb. 23-p. 49; review of 
program by Administrator Castle: Mar. 
16-p. 29; speech on by Anthony Veder, co- 
owner of Fjell-Oranje Lines: Mar. 30-p. 155; 
bills to increase loan authority: Apr. 13-p. 
90: Chicago Board of Trade and Indiana 
University group study: Apr. 27-p. 41. 

St. Louis-San Francisco Ry., methods and 
procedures Spent ane + Id personnel ap- 

ointments: Mar. 30-p. 167. 

San Francisco Area World Trade Associa- 
tion of the San Francisco Chamber of Com- 
merce, election of officers: Jan. 5-p. 37. 

Santa Clara, Calif., University, third annual 
conference on national transport policy: 
Apr. 27-p. 29; Santa Clara Valley Confer- 
ence on National Transportation Policy: 
May i1l1-p. 43. 

Scandinavian Airlines System, year-end re- 
port: Jan. 5-p. 35. 

Schmid, Bernard F., I.C.C. managing direc- 
tor, speech: May 25-p. 62. 

Schools offering transport courses: Mar. 30-p. 
60. 

Schramm, Jr., Louis, president, Allied Van 
Lines, Inc., speech: May 25-p. 62. 

Schroeder, E.L., honored by T.M.K. Shippers 
Board on resignation as secretary: Jan. 

national pesident, Delta Nu 
Alpha, speech, Apr. 27-p. 38. ; 

Sea-Land Equipment Co., ‘largest’ trailership 
order from Fruehauf Trailer Co.: Mar. 23-p. 
ai. 

Seaton. Fred A., Secretary of the Interior, 
speech: Jan. 12-p. 31 

Sectional Committee on Standardization of 
Pallets, draft of study: Jan. 5-p. 33. 

Sellers, Ashley, of the American Bar Assoc., 
speeches, etc.: May 25-p. 29. 

Service, Incorporated, McLean drivers’ incen- 
tive plan extended to: Feb. 9-p. 44. 

Service Pipe Line Co., pipeline purchase and 
merger: Feb. 9-p. 39; purchase of Utah Oil 
Refining Co.: May 25-p. 59. 

Shipbuilding appropriations, cut in, state- 
ment on by W.T. Moore to Senator Hol- 
land: May Ilil-p. 37. 


Shippers Advisory Boards: 
Allegheny Regional Advisory Board: Feb. 2- 
p. 33; Mar. 30-p. 153; June 15-p. 38. 
Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board: 
Jan. 5-p. 24; Jan. 12-pp. 18, 29; Jan. 19-p. 
33; Mar. 23-p. 36; Apr. 20-p. 47; Apr. 27-p. 


33. 
Central Western Shippers Advisory Board: 
Mar. 30-p. 164; Apr. 27-p. 28; June 1-p. 41. 


Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board: Mar. 
2-p. 51; Apr. 6-p. 27; June 8-p. 35. 
Mid-West Shippers Advisory Board: Jan. 
5-p 31; Jan. 12-p. 30; Jan. 19-p. 27; Mar. 
30; Mar. 30-p. 169; Apr. 20-pp. 39, 
National Association of Shippers Advisory 
Boards, clean car program report: Apr. 6- 
p. 41; resolution of in Ex Parte 206 hear- 
ing used without consent: May 25-p. 29. 
monel Joint Clean Car Committee: Feb. 
New England Shippers Advisory Board: 
oe 16-p. 39; Mar. 23-p. 30; Mar. 30-p. 


Northwest Shippers Advisory Board: Jan. 
19-p. 30; Feb. 16-p. 31. 

Ohio Valley Transportation Advisory Board: 
Mar. 16-p. 32; June 15-p. 38; June 22-p. 
43; June 29-p. 18. 

Pacific Coast Shippers Advisory Bd.: Apr. 
6-p. 41; June 1-p. 44. 

Pacific Northwest Advisory Board: Mar. 2-p. 
52; Mar. 30-p. 154; Apr. 13-p. 104; Oregon 
state commissioner powers over railroads, 
testimony by N.M. Hickok: Apr. 27-p. 45; 
June 29-p. 24. 

Southeast Shippers Advisory Board: Mar. 9- 
Pp. 31; Mar. 30-p. 161; June 8-p. 48; June 
22-p. 35. 

Southwest Shippers Advisory Board: Jan. 
19-p. 34; Jan. 26-p. 34; Feb. 2-p. 42; May 
18-p. 25; June 1-p. 40; June 8-p. 27. 

Trans-Missouri-Kansas Shippers’ Board: 
Mar. 9-p. 35; Apr. 20-p. 44; Apr. 27-p. 37; 
May 4-p. 34; June 1-p. 50; June 15-p. 31: 
June 22-p. 35. 

Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, 
election: Mar. 30-p. 164. 

Ship subsidies, need for, speech by C.G. 
Morse: Apr. 27-p. 39. 

Shoemaker, P.M., president, Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad, speeches, etc.: 
Apr. 20-p. 47; Apr. 27-p. 46. 

Shumate, Stuart, named vice-president and 
general manager, Richmond, Fredericks- 
burg and Potomac Railroad: June 22-p. 23. 

Siedle, E.G., assistant postmaster general, 
European conference trip: Apr. 6-p. 27. 

es ae of Santa Fe Ry., speech: Feb. 

-p. 38. 

Simpson, Howard E., president, Baltimore & 
Ohio R.R., speech: Feb. 23-p. 30. 

Sinclair, James, president, Luckenbach 
Steamship Co., statement to I.C.C. on 
eonenas and fleet replacement: Mar. 16-p. 


Slick Airways, ‘open house’ at Dallas, Tex.: 
Feb. 2-p. 45; named cartage agent for Mer- 
cury Air Freight, Inc.: Feb. 9-p. 45; new 
motor-air cargo service: Apr. 27-p. 46. 

Small Business Administration, transport 
firm loans: Feb. 2-p. 47; May 4-p. 25; June 
29-p. 44. 

Smathers, Senator, of Florida, speech: May 
25-p. 29. 

Smith, C.R., president, American Airlines, 
_ views on foreign air grants: June 29-p. 


Smith, Earl B., Department of Defense di- 
rector for transportation and petroleum 
logistics, speeches, etc.: Feb. 23-p. 41; 
Mar. 21p. 47; May 25-p. 45. 

Smith, R.H., president, N. & W. RR, speech: 
Mar. 23-p. 33. 

Smith, Brig. Gen. (ret.) Robert J., president, 
Slick Airways, named Dallas, Tex., ‘Avia- 
tion Man of the Year’: Jan. 26-p. 27; 
speech: Feb. 23-p. 48. 

Smith, R.R., president, Smith’s Transfer 
Corp., speech: May 25-p. 58. 

Smith Transport, Ltd., acquisition of Cana- 
dian line: Mar. 30-p. 169. 
Snead, J.L.S., Jr., president, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., speeches, etc,: May 18-p. 

25; June 1-p. 37. 

Society of Industrial Packaging and Mater- 
ials Handling Engineers, contest: Jan. 5-p. 
30; Dallas, Tex., Chapter semi-annual meet- 
ing: Feb. 9-p. 44. 

Soo Line, operating agreement modification: 
Feb. 23-p. 62. 

Southeastern Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, spring conference: 
Mar. 23-p. 26; meeting: Apr. 13-p. 38. 

Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, 
Freight Claim Committee, New Orleans 
area meeting: Feb. 23-p. 40; election meet- 
ing: Mar. 16-p. 27; Freight Claim Com- 
mittee meeting: Mar. 23-p. 23; May 25-p. 43. 

Southern Pacific Railroad, capital expendi- 
tures: Feb. 2-p. 40; electronic computer 
system for car distribution: Apr. 6-p. 40; 
Ogden gateway solicitation requirement as- 
sailed by D. & R. G. W. RR: June 22-p. 22; 
to sell T.W.A. tickets: June 29-p. 26. . 

Southern-Plaza Express, Inc., folder to em- 
ployes: May 1l-p. 103. 

Southern Railway System, proposal to can- 
cel certain through routes: Jan. 12-p. 53; 
stand in Ex Parte 206 case: Feb. 9-p. 27; 
control of Atlantic & East Carolina Rail- 
way: Feb. 23-p. 59. 

Southern Traffic League, plea in Ex Parte 
206 case: Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, docket- 
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ing of piggyback; motor carrier rate align- 
ment proposals: Jan. 5-p. 33; Apr. 20-p. 53; 
semi-annual meeting: Feb. 9-p. 44. 

Spector Freight System, Inc., merger with 
+ irraaae Freight Lines, Inc.: Mar. 30-p. 


Spector-Mid-States development and research 
division: May 18-p. 45. 

Splawn, Dr. W.M.W., named consultant to 
House subcommittee studying regulatory 
agency operations: June 1-p. 21. 

S.S. ‘Matsonia’, rebuilding completed: Jure 


l-p 52. 

S.S. ‘President Hoover’ new name of Ameri- 
can President Lines’ ship: Jan. 26-p. 25. 
Staley, John R., vice-president, Quaker Oais 
Co., citing of Traffic Bulletin at House sub- 

committee hearing: Apr. 20-p. 36. 

Stanford University, transportation manage- 
ment program: Mar. 2-p. 37; contract awaid 
to by Army Transportation Research ard 
Engineering Command: Mar. 2-p. 46. 

States Line-Pacific Transport Lines, Inc., 
christening of second Mariner class shi»: 
Mar. 9-p. 86. 

Steel for merchant vessels, letter on by Rep. 
Bonner, of N.C.: Jan. 19-p. 38. 

Stepper, Emil J., of Post Office Dept., award 
presentation: Feb. 9-p. 45. 

Suez Canal, European tanker schedules can- 
celed account closing of: June l-p. 18. 
Suits against I.C.C. orders, speech on by 
Commissioner Hutchinson: May 18-p. 45, 
Susquehanna Corp., Ralph A.L. Bogan 
named chief executive officer and chair- 

man of the board: Jan. 5-p. 32. 

Suwak Trucking Co., safe driving banquet: 
May 1l1-p. 104.. 

a, pow trans-Atlantic record set: Jan, 

-p. 36. 

Symes, James M., president, P.R.R., speeches, 
etc.: Jan. 5-p. 26; receipt of William Penn 
Award: May 4-p. 37. 

Syracuse University, transportation confer- 
ence: Mar. 23-p. 36. 


T 


TACA International Airlines, S.A., safety rec- 
ord: Jan. 19-p. 38. 

Tallamy, Bertram D., federal highway admin- 
istrator, nomination confirmed by Senate: 
Feb. 9-p. 85; June 29-p. 23. 

Taxes on transportation: repeal of urged by 
Southwest S.A.B. and A.T.A. Private Car- 
rier Conference: Feb. 2-pp. 42, 46; repeal of 
urged by Merchants Motor Freight: Feb. 23- 
p. 30; booklet on by Los Angeles Chamber 
of Commerce: Mar. 23-p. 22. 

Taxes on trucks and buses, statement on by 
A.A.A. president H. I. Kirk: Feb. 16-p. 45. 

Tax on icing and salting services, protest 
against court decision: June 15-p. 37. 

Tax on oil by pipeline, ruling on time of pay- 
ment by I.R.S.: Apr. 20-p. 30. 

Tax repayment ruling by I.R.S.: May 4-p. 38, 

Taylor, Charles W., reappointed I.C.C. di- 
eg seca of Safety and Service: May 

-p. . 

Tennessee Valley Authority, annual report: 
Jan. 5-p. 26. 

Terre Haute Motor Carriers Assoc.> annual 
election meeting: June 1-p. 37. 


Texas-Arizona Motor Freight, Inc., acquisi- 
tion of Alamo Motor Lines: Apr. 20-p. 49. 


Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, hearings: 
Jan. 5-p. 33. 

Thomas, Starr, of the Assoc. of I.C.C. Prac- 
titioners, speeches, etc.: May 25-p. 29. 


Thompson, Chester C., president, American 
Waterways Operators, Inc., speeches, etc.: 
Mar. 23-p. 37; May 18-p. 41; May 25-p. 41. 

Thompson, F.S., of Western Express Co., 
speech: May 18-p. 34. 

Thrasher, C.E., general claim agent, Balti- 
more & Ohio RR, death of: June 1-p. 25. 


Tidewater-Cleveland Storage Corp., adoption 
of warehouse inventory and materials han- 
dling systems: Jan. 26-p. 33. 


Tilford, John E., president, L. & N. RR, year- 
end statement: Jan: 5-p. 27. 


T.I.M.E., Inc., reduction in claim cost ratio: 
Apr. 20-p. 38. 

Tin-can trailer load system of Link Belt Co.: 
Mar. 2-p. 49. 


TMT Trailer Ferry, Inc., dedication of ‘TMT 
Carib Queen: Jan. 12-p. 34; inspection tour 
of ‘Carib Queen’: Jan. 26-p. 35; Virgin 
Islands connections mentioned in House 
subcommittee investigation: Mar. 9-p. 82; 
Ry. Express Caribbean service: Mar. 30-D. 
30; ‘Carib Queen’ enters Caribbean service: 
June 8-p. 48. 


Toledo, Peoria & Western RR, rail rate com- 
mittee list issued: Apr. 27-p. 39; annual 
‘Tee Pee Willie Award Dinner’: June 8-P. 
46; closed-circuit ‘Sales Conference Call 
trial to off-line agencies: June 29-p. 24 


Townes, Col. Morton E., promoted to briga- 
dier general, Army Assistant Chief of 
en in Washington, D.C.: Apr. 
7-p. 4 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


fraffic Clubs: 
er ae ta sponsoring traffic lectures: Mar. 


-p. 34. 

Central Florida Traffic Club, essay contest 
winners: May .25-p. 37. 

Chicago, panel discussion: June 29-p. 44. 

Greater Los Angeles, annual Perfect Ship- 
ping Exposition: Mar. 23-p. 26. 

Indianapolis, Ind., meeting: Mar. 30-p. 167; 
luncheon meeting: June 15-p. 38. 

Kansas City, Mo., National Transportation 
Week meeting: Apr. 27-p. 47. 

Minneapolis, Minn., joint meeting with 
se Short Line RR Assoc.: June 
l-p. 49. 

New Bedford, Mass., meeting: June 1-p. 25. 

New York, annual dinner: Feb. 23-p. 30; 
meeting: May 11-p. 25. 

Oklahoma City Transportation Club, meet- 
ing: May 25-p. 48. 

Pottsville, Pa., ‘Rail Night’: Feb. 16-p. 27. 

Raritan, N.J., meeting: Feb. 23-p. 36; 
‘Truckers’ Night: Apr. 20-p. 45. 

St. Louis, Mo., annual dinner: Jan. 19-p. 


38. 
Washington, D.C., ‘Miss Transportation of 
Washington, D.C.’ chosen: May 25-p. 39. 
Women’s Traffic Club of New York City: 
Apr. 20-p. 49. 
raffic priorities, report on by joint con- 
gressional defense production committee: 
Feb. 2-p. 40. 

"yaffic World, motor carrier traffic survey: 
June 29-p. 24. 

"rans American Airlines, leasing of planes to 
Eastern Airlines: Mar. 30-p. 157. 

Jranscon Lines, purchase of M and D Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc.: May 1l-p. 46; awarded 
U.S. Air Force ‘Landlog’ freight traffic: 
June 22-p. 44. 

Transportation Association of America, an- 
nual meeting: Jan. 19-p. 35; Feb. 9-p, 29; 
Feb. 23-p. 25; coordinating committee and 
investor panel meetings: Jan. 26-p. 30; 
private carrier legislative proposal for Sen- 
ate committee: May 4-p. 31; transportation 
institute: May 18-p. 25; May 25-p. 48; Uni- 
versity of Santa Clara, Calif., conference: 
May 25-p. 63; Midwest Transportation In- 
stitute: June 1-p. 32; June 22-p. 31; June 
29-p. 27; T.A.A. institute: June 29-p. 43. 

Transportation Center, Northwestern Univ., 
advisory committee members: Feb. 2-p. 47. 

Transportation Clubs: Salt Lake City, meet- 
ing: Jan. 26-p. 35: Decatur, Ill., meeting: 
Mar. 23-p. 27. 

“Transportation Lines on the Atlantic, Gulf, 
and Pacific Coasts, 1956,” publication by 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Feb. 16-p. 
41. 

Transportation of goods, Dun’s cost survey: 
June 15-p. 36. 

‘Transportation of Rice in the South... An 
Economic Survey,’ U.S.D.A. report: Jan. 12- 
p. 32. 

Transportation Research Advisory Commit- 
tee, U.S.D.A., annual meeting: Mar. 30-p. 
167. 

Transportation World’s Fair, plans for: Jan. 
19-p. 78. 

Transport Clearings of Philadelphia, Inc., for- 
mation of: Feb. 2-p. 18. 

Transport Clearings of St. Louis, Inc., elec- 
tion of officers: March 2-p. 54. 

Transport vulnerability to atom bombing, 
O.D.M. report on: June 1-p. 31. 

Triple Cities Traffic Club, ‘Perfect Shipping’ 
meeting: Apr. 20-p. 52. 

Truck brake testing program: June 8-p. 33. 

Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Association, an- 
nual convention: Jan. 5-p. 33; Jan. 26-p. 
25; Feb. 2-p. 33; preventive maintenance 
manual: Mar. 16-p. 32; annual meeting: 
June 22-p. 40. 

Tuggle, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: Feb. 
23-p. 36; May 18-p. 46; transportation sys- 
tem during ‘national emergency’: May 25-p. 
28; June 1-p. 49; June 29-p. 15. 

Tulane University, eighth annual Institute 
on Foreign Transportation and Port Oper- 
ations: Feb. 23-p. 50. 

Tuohy, W.J., president, C & O Ry, speech: 
June 1-p. 50. 

Turman, Solon B., president, Lykes Bros. 
Steamship Co., awarded ‘Louisiana Mari- 
time Man of the Year’: June 1-p. 51. 

Turner, Roscoe, article on using highway 
funds for small air field construction: Jan. 
26-p. 25. 


U 
iman, Dr. E.L., book of maps on traffic 
tlow: June 15-p. 95. 

‘nion Pacific Railroad ‘agricultural improve- 
ment car’: May 1l-p. 45; movie film award: 
May ll-p. 104. 
ited Air Lines, 
June 22-p. 44. 


ited Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Assoc., an- 
iual convention: Feb. 16-p. 28. 


‘Aero-Gangplank’ test: 


U.S. Army, Pacific Transportation Terminal 
Command, Far East household goods ship- 
ments via motor-sea van service: Feb. 9-p. 
44; ‘Mona Lisa’ re-supply project rate bids: 
Mar. 30-p. 169. i 

Utah Historical Quarterly article on D. & 
R. G. W. reprint: Apr. 13-p. 32. 


Vv 


Van service approved by military services: 
May 18-p. 43. 

Vollmer, W.G., president, Texas & Pacific 
Rwy. Co., speech: June 22-p. 36. 

Volpe, John A., federal highway administra- 
ig speeches, etc.: Jan. 5-p. 36; Jan. 26-p. 


Von Willer, H.W., president, Erie Railroad, 
speeches, etc.: Jan. 5-p. 27; May 25-p. 23; 
June 15-p. 29. 

Vore, Kenneth L., appointed assistant vice- 
cee, of U.S. Steel Corp.: Jan. 

-p. 3 


Ww 


Walrath, Commissioner, speeches, etc.: re- 
nomination to I.C.C. sent to Senate: Jan. 
19-p. 30; Feb. 2-p. 44; renomination ap- 
proved by Senate committee: Feb. 9-pp. 
18, 81; Feb. 16-p. 86; Feb. 23-pp. 39, 44; 
Mar. 16-p. 31; June l1-p. 45. 

Warehousing, detention charge and truck 
traffic rules: Feb. 23-p. 35; questionnaire 
on warehouse use: Mar. 2-p. 52; govern- 
ment competition with private: May 18-p. 
43; story of by J.L. Cooke: May 18-p. 42. 

Warrior-Tombigbee Development Assn., an- 
nual convention: Feb. 9-p. 39; election 
meeting: Apr. 20-p. 27. 

Washington Motor Transport Assoc., annual 
convention: May 25-p. 62. 

Watermelon Growers and Distributors Assoc., 
annual convention. Mar. 9-p. 33. 

Waters, Prof. L.L., of Indiana Univ., speech: 
June 29-p. 18. 

Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Par- 
ticipation in Air Force personnel program: 
Apr. 6-p. 39. 

Western Conference of Railway Counsel, 
meeting: May 18-p. 45. 

Western Highway Institute, annual meeting: 
Mar. 30-p. 157; Apr. 13-p. 28. 


Western Motor Freight Claim Conference, 
meeting: Mar. 9-p. 30. 

Western Railroad Truck Lines Assoc., elec- 
tion meeting: Feb. 16-p. 45. 

Western States Council, annual meeting: 
Apr. 6-p. 39. 

Western Traffic Conference, annual meeting: 
a l-p 21; election meeting: June 22- 
p. 42. 

Western Trunk Line railroads, proposed can- 
cellation of loading and unloading allow- 
ances at Great Lakes ports: June 8-p. 20. 

= storage in ships by C.C.C.: Jan. 5-p. 


Wheelock, E.W., of Wheelock Bros., Inc., 
speech: Mar. 30-p. 163. 

White, Warren C., ‘The History of Regulation 
of Long-and-Short-Haul Discrimination, 
1887-1957’: May 18-p. 33. 

Wiggins Terminals, Inc., J.F. O’Halloran 
—— executive vice-president: Feb. 23-p. 

= Belt Telescopic Conveyor: Mar. 30-p. 

Wilkinson, H.H., I.C.C. hearing examiner, 
o_ of Finance, retirement: Apr. 27-p. 


Willett Co., Chicago headquarters expansion: 
Jan. 5-p. 34. 

Wilson, Brig. Gen. Thomas Bayne, resigns as 
Deputy Under Secretary of Commerce for 
Transportation: Jan. 5-p. 32. 

Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., offers pre- 
mium stamps for hauling service: Jan. 
26-p. 23. 

Wilson Truck Co., purchase of Simpson 
Trucking Co.: March 2-p. 49. 

Winchell, Commissioner, speech: Mar. 9-p. 25. 

Wirebound Box Manufacturers Assoc., gov- 
ernment economy in the packing of Naval 
bombs: Mar. 23-p. 36. 

Wood, David M., of Thomas E. Snyder Sons, 
Co., letter to I.C.C. on Ex Parte 206: Jan. 
5-p. 35; Jan. 12-p. 33. 

World Trade Conference, twentieth, at Chi- 
cago: Feb. 16-p. 39. 


— Trade Week, observance of: May 18-p. 


¥ 


Yellow Transit Freight Lines, 
Dallas, Tex., terminal: Jan. 
tion meeting: Feb. 2-p. 44. 


fire destroys 
5-p. 31; elec- 
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Cases 


(D) signifies Commission decision. 
(P) signifies Commission proposed report. 


A 


ABC Freight Forwarding Corporation, exten- 

a __aaaaaae FF-38, Sub. 4; May 25-p. 
(D). 

A. & H. Truck Line, Inc.—control and merger 

—Morrow, Inc.; MC-F-6268; May l1l-p. 69 


(P). 
Acid—Detroit, Mich. to Cleveland, O; I. and 
S. M-8501; Jan. 26-p. 54 (P); May 25-p. 72 


(D). 

Acme Fast Freight, Inc., et al. v. Western 
Freight Association; No. 31878; Jan. 12-pp. 
43, 60; Mar. 16-p. 51. 

Adair, A. D., & McCarty Bros., Inc. v. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 30439 and embraced cases; May 
25-p. 67 (D). 

Adley Express Co., et al. v. Vincent J. Sucato, 
dba Austin’s Express; MC-C-2002; Feb. 16- 
p. 66 (P). 

Adley Express Co., et al. v. West Side Motor 
Express, Inc.; MC-C-2000; Apr. 20-p. 75 (P). 

Advertising matter—Chicago, Ill., to Auburn, 
Ind.; I. and S. M-8887; Mar. 23-p. 62 (P); 
June 29-p. 49 (D). 


Ahnapee & Western Railway Co., et al. v. 
Akron & Barberton Belt Railroad Co., et 
al.; No. 31774 and embraced case; Mar. 16- 
p. 42; Mar. 30-p. 170 (D); May 4-p. 52. 

Airmite—Midwest, Inc. v. Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co., et al.; No. 31983; May 4-p, 46 (D). 


Alabama Calcium Products Co., et al. v. At- 
lantic Coast Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
32090; Jan. 12-p. 52. 


Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co., et al. 
v. Joe M. Habrick, dba I & S Forwarding 
Co.; No. 31841; Jan. 12-p. 37 (D). 

Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co., et al., 
joint use; Finance No. 19225 and embraced 
case; Mr. 16-p. 64 (P); June 1-p. 57 (D). 

Alabama intrastate rates and charges on coal, 
lumber and scrap iron; No. 31321; Feb. 16- 
p. 61; Mar. 9-p. 44. 


Alabama, state of, et al. v. New York Central 


Railroad Co., et al.; No. 27746; Feb. 23-p. 67. 


Alaska Freight Lines, common carrier appli- 
cation; W-1055, Sub. 1; Mar. 9-p. 40 (D). 

Alcoholic liquors—New York City to Balti- 
more and Maryland; I. and S. M-8573; Apr. 
6-p. 48 (D). 

Alcoholic liquors from Peoria, Ill., to Cin- 
cinnati, O.; I. and S. No. 6693; June 15- 
p. 41 (D). 

Alcoholic liquors—Phila. to Baltimore and 
Lar: - geen I. and S. M-8488; Feb. 16-p. 

(D). 

Alexander Construction Co., v. Minneapolis, 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railroad Co.; 
and embraced cases; June 15-p. 

(D). 

Algoma Plywood and Veneer Co. v. Ahnapee 
é& Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 31996 
and embraced cases; May 25-p. 72 (D). 

Alkire Truck Lines, Inc., extension—dryers; 
MC-61231, Sub. 7; Apr. 20-p. 56 (D). 

Allenberg Cotton Co., et al. v. Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad Co., et al.; No. 30937 and 
embraced cases; Jan. 26-p. 46. 

Allen, Bona, Inc., v. Alton & Southern Rail- 
road, et al.; No. 31616; Mar. 23-p. 46. 

Allen, Bona, Inc. v. Norfolk & Western Rail- 
way Co., et al.; No. 31709; June 22-p. 50 


(D). 

Allen, G. L., Co.—purchase (portion)—Heck 
De Tavernier, Inc. (John M. Stivason, re- 
ceiver); MC-F-6321; Jan. 19-p. 60 (P). 

Allen Industries, Inc., Detroit, Mich., v. Blue 
Line Transfer Co., Inc.; MC-C-2098; Mar. 
30-p. 188. 

Allowance for use of shipper’s trailers; I. 
and S. No. 9699; May 25-p. 76. 

Allowances for use of trailers; I. and S. No. 
6340; Jan. 19-p. 39 (D). 

Alterman Transport Lines, Inc., Miami, Fla., 
v. Arctic Express, Inc., Thomasville, Ga.; 
MC-C-2110; May 11-p. 68. 

Alterman Transport Lines, Inc., et al. v. 
Colonial Refrigerated Transportation, Inc.; 
MC-C-2122; June 29-p. 60. 

Alterman Transport Lines, Inc.—control and 
merger—Bown Transfer Co.; MC-F-6097 and 
embraced case; Mar. 23-p. 43 (D). © 


Alterman Transport Lines, Inc., extension— 
Coney: MC-107107, Sub. 74; Feb. 16-p. 50 
(D). 

Alterman Transport Lines, 
Watkins Motor Lines, 
June 29-p. 61. 


Inc., .et al. v. 
Inc.; MC-C-2123; 





































































































































































































































































































































































































10—ICC CASES 






Aluminum—Quebec to New Jersey and New 
York; I. and S. M-7641; Apr. 6-p. 49 (D). 
Aluminum or aluminum articles—from or 
to Newport, Ark.; I. and S. M-8890; Mar. 2- 
p. 72 (P). 

Aluminum castings— Cleveland to Fort 
oy Ind.; I. and S. M-9062; May 25-p. 
71 (D). 

Aluminum Industries, Inc., Cincinnati, O., 
v. Michigan Motor Freight Lines, Inc.; No. 
32170; May 11-p. 68. 

American Barge Line Co., et al. v. Chicago 
& Eastern Illinois Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
30731; Feb. 23-p. 55 (D). 

American Home Foods, Inc. v. Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western Railroad Co., et 
al.; No. 31789; Mar. 9-p. 37 (D). 

American Iron and Machine Works, et al. 
v. Akron, C. & Y. R.R. Co., et al.; No. 30279; 
Apr. 6-p. 58 (P). 

American Oil Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 
1294 (1955 report); Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 

American Potash and Chemical Corp. v. 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 32022; June 22-p. 62 (P). 

Ammonium nitrate—Texas to Idaho, Nebras- 
ka, Utah and Wyoming; I. and S. No. M- 
8616; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P); June 29-p. 49 (D). 

Ammonium sulphate—Houston, Tex. to Fla.; 
I. and S. No. 6560 and embraced case; Jan. 
12-p. 41 (D). 

Anaconda Wire 2..d Cable Co. v. Grand Truck 
Western Railrvad Co., et al.; No. 31934; 
Jan. 5-p. 39 (D). 

Anderson-Pricbard Oil Corporation, et al. v. 
Great Lakes Pipeline Co.; No. 31564; Jan. 
12-p. 41 (D). 

Anding, Walter, and Emil C. Millette, dba 
Muscoda—Chicago Motor Express—investi- 
gation and revocation of certificate; MC-C- 
2103; Apr. 13-p. 60. : 

Apache Powder Co. v. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co., et al.; No. 31941; 
Jan. 26-p. 40 (D). ; 

Application for approval of proposed modifi- 
cations of systems or devices under para- 
graph (b) section 25 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act as amended—Chicago, R. I. 
& Pacific RR Co., Chicago & N.W. Rwy. 
Co., Chicago & N.W. Rwy. Co., BS-Ap. No. 
13666; No. 28000, Sub. 143; Feb. 23-p. 61 
(D). 5 

Application for approval of proposed modifi- 
cations of systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), section 25 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended, The New York, 
Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co., The New 
York Central Railroad Co., BS-Ap. No. 
13709; No. 28000, Sub. No. 144; Mar. 30- 
p. 174 (D). : 

Application for approval of proposed modi- 
fications of systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), section 25 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended, Reading Co., 
BS-Ap. No. 13801; No. 28000, Sub. No. 145; 
Mar. 30-p. 174 (D). ; a 

Arapahoe Pipeline Co.; Valuation No. 1378, 
1955 report; June 22-p. 46 (D). ye 

Arbitrary and commodity rates to Pacific 
Coast; I. and S. No. 6530; Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Arbitrary rates—Los Angeles to California 

points; I. and S. No. 6662; Apr. 27-p. 52 


(D). 

Arco Auto Carriers, Inc., extension—Balti- 
more foreign traffic; MC-52657, Sub. 485 
and embraced case; Mar. 9-p. 60 (P); Mar. 
30-p. 191 (P). 

Arco Auto Carriers, Inc., extension—Minne- 
sota and Missouri; MC-52657, Sub. 494; May 
18-p. 68 (P). 

Arizona intrastate freight rates and charges; 
No. 32076; Mar. 9-p. 44; Mar. 23-p. 47. 

Arkansas intrastate freight rates and 
charges; No. 31660; Jan. 12-p. 66; Feb. 2- 
. 56. 

paemens Motor Freight Lines, Inc.—control 
and merger—Best Motor Freight, Inc.; MC- 
F-6320; Mar. 30-p. 190 (P). 

Arkansas Rice Traffic Bureau, et al. v. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31805; Apr. 20-p. 76 (P). 

Armored Motor Service Co., Inc., extension— 
coin and bullion; MC-3083, Sub. 19 and 
embraced cases; Mar. 2-p. 55 (D). 

Armstrong Cork Co., Lancaster, Pa., v. New 
York, Ontario & Western Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 32167; May 11-p. 68. 

Arrow Carrier Corporation — purchase — Ru- 
dolph Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6356; Feb. 
9-p. 63 (P). 


Asbestos Engineering and Supply Co., et al. 
v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co.; No. 31937; Feb. 2-p. 57. 


Asbestos Engineering & Supply Co. v. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31911; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 


Ashland Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1291 
(1955 report); Mar. 2-p. 59 (D). 


Ashland Transfer and Storage Co., investiga- 
tion of operations; MC-C-2088; Feb. 9-p. 
61. 


Asphalt Carriers, Inc.—purchase—Perth Am- 
‘boy Trucking Corporation; MC-F-6179; Feb. 
2-p. 72 (P). 








Assembling rates—N.Y. and N.J. to Dela- 
wanna, N.J.; MC-C-1852; Feb. 23-p. 60 (D). 

Assembling rates—Rockford, IIl., to Chicago; 
I. and S. M-8458; Feb. 23-p. 78 (P); June 
29-p. 49 (D). 

Assembling rates—St. Louis-Nashville Freight 
Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1970 and embraced cases; 
May 18-p. 67 (P). 

Associated Transports, Inc., extension— 
Kansas City, Mo.; MC-30378, Sub. 42; May 
18-p. 52 (D). 

Associate Grocers of Colorado, Inc., et al. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31761; Mar. 23-p. 44 (D). 

Association of American Railroads—agree- 
ment; section 5a agreement No .7; Mar. 16- 
p. 42; Mar. 30-p. 170 (D). 

Atchison (Kan.) Board of Trade, et al. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 32149; Apr. 20-p. 70. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
and others, petition for a declaratory order; 
No. 32174; May 25-p. 80. 

Atlanta-New Orleans Motor Freight Co., et 
al. v. Eagle Motor Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1781; 
Jan. 12-p. 39 (D). 

Atlanta-New Orleans Motor Freight Co., Inc., 
et al. v. Floyd & Beasley Transfer Co., 
Inc.; MC-C-1920 and embraced gases; June 
29-p. 45 (D). 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., authority 
—discontinue bus service; MC-76618; May 
25-p. 80. 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., et al. v. 
McLean Trucking Co., et al.; MC-F-5917; 
Apr. 27-p. 60. 

Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. v. Seaboard Air 
Line R. Co.; No. 30882; Jan. 19-p. 46 (D); 
Feb. 9-p. 61 (P); June 15-p. 43 (D). 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. v. Seaboard 
Air Line Railroad Co.; No. 31829; June 1- 
i Ze 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad v. Seaboard 
Air Line Railroad; No. 32044, Sub. 2; Jan. 
5-p. 51; Jan. 12-p. 52. 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., et al. v. 
Southern Railway Co., et al.; No. 32111; 
Feb. 9-p. 61. 

Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, service to 
and from Fort Jackson, 8.C., by; MC-C- 
2083; Jan. 26-p. 53. 

Atlantic Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1309 
(1955 report); Mar. 16-p. 17. 

Atlas Van Lines, Inc.—control and merger— 
Atlas Van Service, Inc.; MC-F-5347; Mar. 
9-p. 56 (P). 

Atlas Van Lines, Inc.—pooling; MC-F-5348 
and embraced case; Mar. 9-p. 55 (P). 

Augusta Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1374 
(1955 report); Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 

Automobile parts—Bay City, Mich., to Evans- 
ville, Ind.; I. and S. M-9162; June 22-p. 51 
(D). 

Automobile parts—Rockford, Ill., to Cleve- 
land, O.; I. and S. M-8762; Feb. 16-p. 68 
(P); May 18-p. 54 (D). 

Automobile parts—South Bend to Sterling 
Plant; I. and S. M-8959; June 8-p. 53 (D). 

Automobile parts—Toledo, O. to Chicago, 
Ill.; I. and S. M-8741; Mar. 23-p. 62 (P). 


B & M Express, Inc., et al. v. Bowman Trans- 
portation, Inc.; MC-C-1888 and embraced 
case; Jan. 19-p. 61 (P). 

Badger Meter Manufacturing Co. v. West 
Shore Transport Co., Inc.; MC-C-1997; 
Feb. 2-p. 72 (P). 

Baggett Transportation Co.—investigation of 
operations; MC-C-2116; June 15-p. 59. 

Bamberger Railroad Co., et al., merger, etc.; 
Finance No. 19669; Apr. 13-p. 49 (D). 

Barsh, Roy—control—Shipper Service, Inc.; 
MC-F-6380; Mar. 2-p. 69 (P) . 

Barytes-Arkansas and Missouri to Louisiana; 
fourth section application No. 30854; Feb. 
2-p. 52 (D). 

Beacon Milling Co., Inc. v. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32026; May 4-p. 61 
(P). 

Beall Pipe & Tank Corp., Portland, Ore., v. 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co., et al.; No. 32109; Feb. 9-p. 61. 


Beatty Motor Express, Inc.—purchase (por- 
tion)—Wilbur H. Jones; MC-F-6432; Jan. 
26-p. 54 (P). 


Behr, Joseph & Sons, Inc. v. Elgin, Joliet & 
Eastern Railway Co., et al.; No. 31746; 
Feb. 2-p. 51 (D). 

Bekins Van & Storage Co. (Calif. Corp.)— 
control—Bekins Van Lines Co. (Neb. Corp.); 
MC-F-6426 and embraced case; Mar. 2-p. 69 
(P). 

Belford Trucking Co., Inc., et al. v. Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., et al.; MC-C-2068; 
Jan. 5-p. 52. 

Belger Cartage Service, Inc.—purchase (por- 
tion) H. J. and Grace L. Uhl; MC-F-6269; 
Apr. 20-p. 75 (P). 


Benson, Ezra Taft, secretary of agriculture 
of the United States v. Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32013 and 
embraced cases; Mar. 16-p. 52. 
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Beverages—Milwaukee to Michigan and Ohio; 
I. and S. M-8712; Mar. 2-p. 71 (P). 

Black Ball Freight Service and Sexton- 
Clarke Auto Freight, Inc., v. Acme Fast 
Freight, Inc.; MC-C-1977; June 8-p. 73 (P). 

Black, James F.—investigation of control-~ 
Colony Motor Transportation; MC-F-6471; 
Jan. 12-p. 53. 

Blue and White Line, Inc.—purchase—Roh n 
Transit Co.; MC-F-6361; Feb. 2-p. 72 (P). 
Blue Diamond Corporation (Arden, Nev.) y, 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 

et al.; No. 32031; Jan. 26-p. 43. 

Blue Diamond Corporation, Los Angeles, 
Calif., v. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co., et al.; No. 32118; Mar. 9-p. 55. 

Bolin Drive-A-Way Co.—control—Central Cir 
no Inc.; MC-F-6505; June 22-p. i0 
(D). 

Bonney Motor Express, Inc., extension—pei- 
nuts to Nebraska; MC-94265, Sub. 50; Feb. 
16-p. 48 (D). 

Boro Busses Co., et al.—control—Jersey Shore 
Bus Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6427; Feb. 9-p. 43 


(P). 

Bostitch, Inc. v. Clipper Carloading C».: 
No. 31965; Mar. 2-p. 59 (D). 

Boston & Maine Railroad Co., et al. v. Akron 
& Barberton Belt Railroad Co., et ai.: 
No. 31824; May 4-p. 52. 

Boston and Maine Railroad debentures; Fia- 
ance No. 19098; Feb. 2-p. 67; Feb. 23-p. 47. 

Boston & Maine Transportation Co. v. J. A. 
Garvey Transportation, Inc., et al.; MC-<c- 
1656 and embraced case; June 29-p. 48 (D), 

Boston Woven Hose and Rubber Co., Cam- 
bridge, Mass., v. Associated Transport, Inc.; 
MC-C-2092; Mar. 16-p. 61. 

Bottle caps—Baltimore, Md., to Mass.; I. and 
S. M-9199; June 1-p. 57 (D). 

Bowen Trucking, Inc., extension—explosives; 
MC-96489, Sub. 21; Jan. 12-p. 57. 

Bradford Transit Co.; Valuation No. 1332 
(1955 report); Apr. 6-p. 46 (D). 

Brass, bronze and copper articles—central 
territory; MC-C-1514; Feb. 16-p. 67 (P): 
Feb. 23-p. 66. 

Brass, bronze or copper—Federal Truck Lines; 
I. and S. M-9424; Feb. 23-p. 65. 

Briggs Transportation Co.—control and mer- 
ger—Koepp Truck Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6196; 
Apr. 27-p. 69 (P). 


Brockman, Art, Inc., extension—Kentucky 
and West Virginia; 


MC-102376, Sub. 18; 
Apr. 20-p. 76 (P). 


Broderick & Bascom Rope Co. v. Hall Freight 
ee, Inc., et al.; MC-C-1945; Mar. 9-p. 59 
(P). 

Brooks, L. L., Trucking Contractor, Inc — 
purchase—G. K. Trucking Co.; MC-F-6433;: 
Mar. 23-p. 61 (P). 

Brooks Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC-97369, Sub. 4 and embraced 
case; Apr 20-p. 73 (P). 

Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen v. County 
Transportation Co. and New York, New 
Haven & Hartford Railroad Co.; MC-C- 
2117; June 22-p. 60. 


Brownell, Herbert, Jr., attorney general of 
the United States, as successor to the 
Alien Property Custodian v. Illinais Cen- 
tral Railroad Co.; No. 32078; Jan. 5-p. 50. 


Buckeye Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1322 
(1955 report); Mar. 16-p. 49 (D). 


Buckeye Sugars, Inc. v. the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32066; June 15-p. 
66 (P). 

Building materials—TIllinois to Iowa; I. and S. 
M-8677; Mar. 2-p. 61. 


Building material rates probe—common car- 
riers; MC-C-2074; Jan. 5-p. 48. 


Building materials—Waukegan, Ill., to Iowa; 
I. and S. M-8710; Mar. 2-p. 61. 


Bull Steamship Line, common carrier appli- 
cation; W-521; June 22-p. 54. 


Burlington Truck Lines, Inc.—purch - 
George R. Pirnie and James Pirnie; MC-!’- 
6345; Feb. 16-p. 67 (P). 

Butter and cheese—Melrose to Twin Cities, 
Minn.; I and S. M-8979; June 1-p. 58 (D). 


Butter—Fergus Falls, Minn., to Twin Cities, 
Minn.; I and S. M-9075; May 1l-p. 58 (D). 


c 


C.A.B.Y. Transportation Co., extension— 
Ohio; MC-2589, Sub. 12 and embraced cases; 
Feb. 9-p. 47 (D). 

C & H Transportation Co., Inc.—purchase— 
Joe Barnett (Internal Revenue Service, 
successor in interest); MC-F-6365; Feb. 23- 
p. 77 (P). 

Calcium carbide—Keokuk to central territory; 
I. and S. M-8744; Mar. 9-p. 63 (P). 


California intrastate freight rates and 
charges, as related to Ex Parte 206 in- 
creases; No. 32089, Sub. No. 1; Mar. 2-p. 66; 
Mar. 16-p. 51; June 15-p. 49. 


California intrastate freight rates and 


charges; No. 32089; Feb. 9-p. 54; Feb. 16-p»p. 
56, 65; Mar. 2-p. 66; Mar. 16-p. 51; June 15- 
p. 49. 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


Camp LeJeune Railroad Co., et al., securities 
and operation, etc. Finance No. 18698; 
Feb. 23-p. 59 (D). 

Campbell Sixty-Six Express, Inc., et al. v. 
ie Brothers, Inc.; MC-C-2118; June 29- 
p. 60. 

Canadian Fruit Wholesalers’ Association, 
Toronto, Ontario, Canada v. Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32105; Feb. 9- 
p. 61. 

Cancellation of routing, paper, Gainesville 
Midland Railroad Co.; I. and S. No. 6415; 
Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 9-p. 76; Mar. 30-p. 178; 
Apr. 27-p. 58. " 

( ancellation of routing—Tennessee A. & G. 
Ry. with Southern Railway; I. and S. No. 
6413; Jan. 12-p. 53 (P); May 18-p. 49 (D). 

( andy—from Canajohari, N.Y., to Mass. and 
R.I.; I and S. M-9085; May 4-p. 46 (D). 

(andy and chemicals—between Twin Cities 
& Chicago; I. and S. M-8921; June 22-p. 49 

D 


- 

(n ends and tin plate—St. Louis to Kansas 
Xity, Mo.; I. and S. M-8370; Apr. 6-p. 48 
D). 

Cc nned goods—official territory; No. 31104 and 
mbraced case; Jan. 19-p. 54. 

C ntlay & Tanzola, Inc., extension—Nevada 
pipeline points; MC-70662, Sub. 88; Mar. 9- 
» 16 


C pitol Bus Co.—purchase—Charles M. Valli- 
ee; MC-F-6383; Mar. 23-p. 61 (P). 

C.pitol Steel & Iron Co., Oklahoma City, 
Ykla. v. Watson Bros. Transportation Co., 
ne: No. 32191; June 29-p. 60. 

C.rter Oil Co., Tulsa, Okla. v. Great North- 
rn Railway Co., et al.; No. 32101; Jan. 26-p. 
3; Feb. 16-p. 65; May 25-p. 17. 

Corter-Waters Corporation v. Arkansas & 
,ouisiana Missouri Railway Co., et al.; No. 
11836; Feb. 9-p. 49 (D). 

Cessens Transport Co.—purchase—Great 
wakes Forwarding Corp.; MC-F-6363; Mar. 
i-p. 62 (P). 

Cc unis soda from official territory to Illinois 
ind Indiana; fourth section application 
No. 30386 and embraced cases; Mar. 9-p. 41 
(D). 

Cement pipe—Manville, N.J., to Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; I. and S. M-8730; Jan. 5-p. 52. 

Central and Southern Motor Carriers—agree- 
ment; section 5a application No. 49; Apr. 
13-p. 54. 

Central Freight Lines, Inc.—control—Alamo 
Express, Inc.; MC-F-6339 and embraced 
case; Mar. 23-p. 61 (P). 

Central of Georgia Motor Transport Co., 
modification of certificate; MC-105632; Jan. 
19-p. 61 (P). 

Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey, et al. v. 
John W. Hanes; MC-C-2005; Feb. 2-p. 70 
(P). 

Central Soya Co., Inc., Fort Wayne, Ind., v. 
Arcade & Attica Railroad Corporation, et 
al.; No. 32161; May 4-p. 57. 

Central States Motor Common Carriers— 
agreement; section 5a application No. 33 
and embraced cases; Feb. 23-p. 53 (D). 

Central States Transit Lines—revocation of 
certificate; MC-C-1664; Mar. 16-p. 52. 

Central Swallow Coach Lines, Inc.—purchase 
(portion)—Transit Service Co., Inc.; MC-F- 
6316; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P). 

Central Truck Lines, Inc., Tampa, Fla. v. 
Great Southern Trucking Co., Jacksonville, 
Fla.; MC-C-2108; Apr. 27-p. 68. 

Chamber of Commerce of Fargo, et al. v. 
Ahnapee & Western Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 31926; May 11-p. 54 (D). 

Chamber of Commerce of Oklahoma City, 
Okla., and Triple AAA Co. v. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 32128; Mar. 30-p. 187. 


Charges for the detention of motor vehicles; 
MC-C-2082; May 18-p. 60. 

Chart of accounts for Class II motor car- 
riers of property; No. 32155, Sub. 1; Apr. 27- 
p. 60. 

Chatham Shippers Cooperative v. Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31735; 
May 4-p. 44 (D). 

Chemicals—Darling Freight, Inc.; I. and S. 
M-8764; June 8-p. 75 (P). 

Chemicals, Detroit and Wyandotte to Chi- 
cago; No. 32184; June 15-p. 59. 

Chemical Tank Lines, Inc., extension—elimi- 
nation of gateways; MC-110525, Sub. 292; 
Feb. 16-p. 46 (D). 

Cherokee Pipeline Co.; Valuation No. 1371 
(1955 report); Feb. 16-p. 49 (D). 

Cherrydale Cement Block Co., Inc. v. Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31704; 
Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 

Cherry, L. S., contract carrier application; 
MC-115991; Feb. 23-p. 76 (P). 

Chester Carriers, Inc.—purchase—David S. 
Wenger (James B. Coho, trustee); MC-F- 
350; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P). 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., 
et al. v. New York, Susquehanna and West- 
i ' eee Co., et al.; No. 31358; Feb. 9- 


Chicago Dubuque Motor Transportation Co. 
—purchase (portion)—John M. Sweeney; 
MC-F-6430; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P). 

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad Co., 
stock; Finance No. 19636; June 1-p. 55 (D). 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Co. v. Spokane, Portland & Seattle 
ied Co., et al.; No. 31466; June l-p. 53 


(D). 

Chicago & North Western Railway Co., sub- 
stituted service; No. 18720; June 29-p. 23. 
Chicago Regional Port District, et al. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 32023; Jan. 26-pp. 17, 57; Feb. 

2-p. 75; Feb. 9-p. 54. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co., 
construction, etc.; Finance No. 18971; Apr. 
13-p. 49 (D). 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co., 
construction; Finance No. 19094 and em- 
braced cases; Feb. 9-p. 48 (D); Apr. 27-p. 59. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co., 
et al., purchase; Finance No. 19738; June 22- 
p. 45 (D). 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Railway Co., abandonment; Finance No. 
18804; Jan. 5-p. 42. 

Chicago Tunnel Co., reorganization; Finance 
No. 19353; Mar. 2-p. 78. 

Chicago Tunnel Terminal Co., reorganization; 
Finance No. 19352; Mar. 2-p. 78. 

Chippewa Motor Freight, Inc.—control— 
+: eee F. Metza; MC-F-6285; Mar. 2-p. 69 
( 


Christensen Brothers Feed Co. v. Great 
Northern Railway Co., et al.; No. 30038; 
May 18-p. 69 (P). 

Chromic acid—Baltimore, Md. to Detroit, 


Mich.; MC-C-2094; Mar. 23-p. 59. 
Chromic acid and shades—Shirks Motor Ex- 
vos Corp.; I. and S. M-8507; May 4-p. 46 


(D). 

Cigarettes—Va. to N.Y., Pa., and New Eng- 
a I. and S. M-8305; May ll-p. 52 
( ‘ 

Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific 
Railway Co., equipment trust certificates; 
Finance No. 19617; May 11-p. 61. 

Cities Service Pipe Line Co. (1955 report); 
Valuation No. 1312; Feb. 23-p. 60 (D). 

Clark Equipment Co., Buchanan, Mich. v. 
Norwalk Truck Line, Chicago, Ill., and East 
Texas Motor Freight Lines, Forest View, 
Ill.; MC-C-2071; Jan. 5-p. 52. 

Clark Tank Lines Co.—purchase—Gordon 
Ray; MC-F-6309; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P). 

Clark Transport Co.—control and merger— 
Tracy Baker Auto Forwarding Co.; MC-F- 
6305; Jan. 26-p. 54 (P). 

Clark Transport Co.—purchase—Maughan 
| eaameatag Inc.; MC-F-6438; Jan. 19-p. 60 
(P). 

Class rate investigation, 1939; No. 28300; May 
ll-p. 52 (D); May 18-p. 73. 

Class rates between middle Atlantic and New 
England territories; MC-C-1600; Jan. 19-p. 
13; Mar. 9-p. 51; Mar. 23-p. 48; Mar. 30-p. 
183; Apr. 27-pp. 36, 58. 

Class rates between points in middle Atlantic 
territory; MC-C-1646; Mar. 23-p. 48; Apr. 27- 
pp. 36, 58. 

Class rates between points in California; 
fourth section application No. 18256 and 
embraced case; May 1ll-p. 55 (D). 

Class rates—Capitol Trucking Corp.; MC-C- 
2095; Mar. 23-p. 59; Apr. 20-p. 24. 

Class rates—Chicago, Ill., to Texas; No. 32012 
and embraced case; May 4-p. 57 (P). 

Class rates—middle Atlantic territory; MC- 
C-2081; Feb. 2-p: 70. 

Class rates, mountain Pacific territory and 
transcontinental; No. 30416; May 18-p. 73. 
Class rates—New York short-haul area; I. 

and S. M-8136; Jan. 19-p. 46 (D). 

Class rates—Towers Transportation, Inc.; I. 
and S. M-8897; June 1-p. 68(P). 

Clayton & Lambert Manufacturing Co. v. 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31952; May 1l-p. 55 (D). 

Clow, James B., & Sons, National Works v. 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31879; Mar. 23-p. 43 (D). 


Coal—Illinois and Indiana to central Wis- 
en: I. and S. No. 6627; June 15-p. 65 
3 
Coast Truck Lines, Inc.—purchase—A. R. 
Holeman and Milton Jensen; MC-F-6463; 
Mar. 9-p. 62 (P). 
Coastwise Line, certificate exemption; W-330, 
Sub. 6; Mar. 9-p. 50. 
Coffee—Denver to Omaha; I. and S. M-8759; 
Jan. 5-p. 52 (P); May 4-p. 45 (D). 
Coffee—New York to Buffalo; I. and S. No. 
6652; Apr. 6-p. 45 (D). 
Cole’s Express, et al. v. Homestead Brothers; 
ao and embraced cases; June 1-p. 
(P). 
Collett Tank Lines, extension—chemicals; 
MC-112046, Sub. 33; Feb. 9-p. 64 (P). 
Colonial Lumber -Co., Inc. v. Reading Co.; 
No. 31859; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 








ICC CASES-—11 


Colonial & Pacific Frigidways, Inc., exten- 
sion—five states; MC-111138, Sub. 6. Mar. 
16-p. 46 (D). 

Colonial Refrigerated Transportation, Inc. 
extension—bakery products; MC-115841, 
Sub. 7; Apr. 13-p. 62 (P). 

Columbia Transportation Co., et al., pooling; 
Finance No. 19506; Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 

Columbus Freight Bureau, et al. v. Central 
of Georgia Railway Co., et al.; No. 32190; 
June 29-p. 60. 

Commercial Transport Corp.—control and 
merger—American Barge Line Co.; control— 
Blaske, Inc.; MC-F-6331 and embraced case; 
Mar. 9-p. 57 (P); Mar. 30-p. 174 (D); Apr. 
13-p. 67; June 22-p. 47 (D); June 29-p. 51. 

Commercial Transport Corporation—exemp- 
— a 32033; June 22-p. 48 (D); June 

-p. 51. 

Commercial Transport Corporation—stock 
Finance No. 19408; Apr. 13-p. 67. 

Commercial Transport, Inc.—purchase— 
American Transport, Inc.; MC-F-6348; Jan. 
12-p. 54 (P). 

Commercial Transportation Corp.—exemp- 
tion sections 303(b) and 303(f)(2); No. 
32033; Mar. 30-p. 173 (D); Apr. 13-p. 67. 

Commission’s deviation rules revised, 1957; 
MC-C-2078; June 15-p. 49. 

Commodities—Liberty Trucking Co.; I. and 
S. M-9111; May 25-p. 72 (D). 

Commodities, mixed truckloads, Dennis 
— Line; I. and S. M-8348; Mar. 23-p. 62 
(P). 

Commodities—N.E. territory to Chicago, Wis., 
= N.Y.; I. and S. No. 6635; Jan. 26-p. 40 
(D). 

Commodity Haulage Corp., common carrier 
applications; MC-115838; Feb. 23-p. 61 (D). 

Commodity rate from and to southern and 
official territories; fourth section applica- 
tion No. 27019; Feb. 23-p. 81. 

Commodity rates—Dennis Truck Line, Inc.; 
I. and S. M-8935; Mar. 23-p. 62 (P). 

Commodity rates—eastern central territory; 
— S. M-9346, first supplemental; Mar. 

-p. 15. 

Commodity rates—J. L. Querner, agent; I. 
and S. M-8502; Mar. 9-p. 42 (D). 

Commodity rates—Safeway Truck Lines, Inc.; 
MC-C-2086; Feb. 2-p. 70. 

Community & Johnson Corp., extension— 
non-radial authority; MC-23445, Sub. 3; 
May 11-p. 53 (D). 

Commutation fares between New York, New 
er and Pennsylvania; No. 31663; Mar. 2- 
p. 65. 

Commutation fares—Chicago, North Shore & 
Milwaukee Ry.—lIllinois and Wisconsin; 
= 32043 and embraced case; Mar. 9-p. 40 

). 

Complete Auto Transit, Inc., extension— 
Willow Run; MC-49368, Sub. 74; May 18-p. 
49 (D). 

Confectionery and soap—from Chicago, IIl., 
= Ohio; I. and S. No. 6607; Apr. 20-p. 77 
(P). 

Confectionery—Twin Cities to Topeka, Kan.; 
I. and S. M-8765; Mar. 9-p. 63 (P). 


Conley, R., Inc., extension—milk products; 
MC-110663, Sub. 3; May 4-p. 62 (P). 

Consolidated Chemical Industries, division of 
Stauffer Chemical» Co., Houston, Tex. v. 
Ahnapee & Western Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 32178; June 15-p. 59. 


Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., 
et al. v. Central Railroad of New Jersey, 
et al.; No. 32134; Mar. 30-p. 188. 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc.—control and 
merger—Bice Truck Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6127 
and embraced case; Jan. 12-p. 43. 


Consolidated Freightways, Inc.—control and 


merger—Hunt Transfer Co., Inc.; MC-F- 
6271; Jan. 12-p. 42. 
Consolidated Freightways, Inc., et al. v. 


United Truck Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1457; Mar. 
30-p. 173 (D). 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc., extension— 
Nevada pipeline points; MC-42487, Sub. 321; 
Mar. 9-p. 16. 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc., extension— 
Salem, Ore., by-pass; MC-42487, Sub. 297; 
May 25-p. 70 (D). 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc.—purchase 
(portion )—Arrowhead Freight Lines, Ltd.; 
MC-F-6072 and embraced case; Jan. 5-p. 
47; Jan. 12-p. 42. 


Consolidated Freightways, Inc.—purchase— 
Foster Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6303; Jan. 
12-p. 53 (P). 

Consolidated Fruit Co., Ltd. v. Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31894; May 4- 
p. 42 (D). 

Consolidated Rendering Co., et al. v.- Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, et al.; 
No. 30578 and embraced cases; Apr. 6-p. 43 
(D); Apr. 20-p 66; Apr. 27-p. 20; May 11-pp. 
= (D), 63; May 25-pp. 67, 68 (D), June 8-p. 


Consolidation rule—freight forwarder ship- 
ments; I. and S. No. 6638; Jan. 12-p. 60. 







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































12—ICC CASES 









INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 





Continental Southern Lines, Inc.—purchase 
(portion )—Missala Stages, Inc.; MC-F-6460; 
Mar. 9-p. 62 (P). 

Contracts between the Texas & Pacific Motor 
Transport Co., and freight forwarders; MC- 
C-2065, section 409; Mar. 30-p. 197. 

Control of Central Pacific by Southern Paci- 
fic; Finance No. 2613; June 22-p. 22. 

Cooperative Refinery Association, pipeline 
department; Valuation No. 1341 (1955 re- 
port); Mar. 23-p. 41 (D). 

Coplay Cement Manufacturing Co. v. Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31924; 
Mar. 23-p. 44 (D). 

Cotton—southwest to southern territory; I. 
and S. No. 6588 and embraced case; May 
25-p. 83 (P). 

Cotton fabrics—Gastonia, N.C. to Des Moines, 
Ia.; I. and S. M-8558; May 4-p. 61 (P). 

Cotton piece goods—Lynchburg, Va., to Mass. 
points; I. and S. M-7704; June 1-p. 58 (D). 

Cotton States Chemical Co., Inc., Monroe, 
La., v. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 32182; June 15-p. 59. 

Craig, Hurshel, common carrier application; 
MC-115776; Jan. 19-p. 16. 

Crawford Corporation v. Beaumont, 
Lake & Western Railway Co. (Guy A. 
Thompson, trustee), et al.; No. 31738; Feb. 
p.-2 73 (P). 

Crown-Rancho Pipe Line Corp.; Valuation 
No. 1365, 1955 report; Feb. 16-p. 49 (D). 

Crucible Steel Co. of America, New York, N.Y. 
v. the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co.; 
No. 32095; Jan. 5-p. 51. 

Crucible Steel Co. of America v. Albrent 
Freight Co., et al.; MC-C-1946; Jan. 12-p. 55 
(P). 

Crude barytes ore—Missouri to Corpus Christi 
and Houston; I. and S. M-6573 and em- 
braced case; Jan. 12-p. 41 (D). 

Crude oil concentrate—Decatur, Ind. to Rush 
City, Minn.; I. and S. M-8892; June 22-p. 
49 (D). 

Crude sulphur between Pennsylvania and 
Ohio; No. 31891; May 18-p. 51 (D). 

Crude sulphur from Louisiana and Texas to 
Virginia; I. and S. No. 6177; June 15-p. 45 
(D). 

Crude sulphur from Louisiana and Texas to 
Virginia; No. 18705; June 15-p. 46 (D). 

Crude sulphur from Ohio to Ohio points and 
Erie, Pa.; No. 31551; May 18-p. 52 (D). 

Curry, John, Inc.—clarification of certificate; 
MC-17037; Jan. 19-p. 60 (P). 

Curtain poles—Sturgis, Mich., to Md., Mass., 
N.Y., and Pa.; I and S. M-8865; Feb. 23-p. 
78 (P). 

Curtis, Helene, Industries, Inc. v. Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
30361 and embraced cases; May 18-p. 53 
(D). 


Curtis, Inc., common carrier 
MC-113678; Jan. 26-p. 38 (D). 


Curtis Lighting, Inc. v. Mid-States Freight 
Lines, Inc., both of Chicago, Ill.; MC-C- 
2079; Jan. 19-p. 59. 


DCA Food Industries, Inc. (formerly Dough- 
nut Corporation of America), New York, 
N.Y., v. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., 
et al.; No. 32121; Mar. 16-p. 61. 


Dairy products—North and South Dakota to 
east; I. and S. M-7724; Feb. 2-p. 52 (D). 


Dalgarno, John, extension—seven states; MC- 
113822, Sub. 1; Feb. 23-p. 76 (P). 


Dan’s Motor Lines, Inc., extension—soap 
products; MC-106095, Sub. 3; Mar. 30-p. 191 
(P). 


Dealers Transit, Inc., extension—Bradenton, 
Fla.; MC-4405, Sub. 267; Jan. 26-p. 39 (D). 


Dealers Transit, Inc., extension—Fort Wayne, 
Ind.; MC-4405, Sub. 274; Feb. 16-p. 48 (D). 


Deepfreeze appliance division Motor Prod- 
ucts Corporation v. Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
oy Co., et al.; No. 21364; May 25-p. 71 
(D). 

Deep Freeze Division, Motor Products Cor- 
poration, North Chicago, Ill. v. Frank Kutz- 
ler, Jr., dba Kutzler Cartage, Waukegan, 
Ill.; No. 32166; May 4-p. 57. 


Delaware & Hudson Railroad Corp., et al., 
merger; F. D. No. 19573; Feb. 16-p. 47 (D). 


Denver-Albuquerque Motor Transport, Inc., 
extension—Florida; MC-107839, Sub. 18 and 
embraced case; Feb. 16-p. 50 (D). 


Denver-Chicago Trucking Co., Inc., extension 
—Glenn L. Martin Plant; MC-29988, Sub. 58 
and embraced cases; Jan. 26-p. 54 (P); 
June 8-p. 52 (D). 


Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Co. 
v. Union Pacific Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
30797; Jan. 12-p. 44. 


Depreciation rates applicable to equipment 
of railroad companies; Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 9- 
p. 44; Mar. 30-p. 179. 

Depreciation rates applicable to pipeline 

property; Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 9-p. 45; Mar. 

30-p. 179. 


application; 





Determination of exempt agricultural com- 
rc MC-C-968; Feb. 9-p. 77; Apr. 6-p. 

Deviation rules; MC-C-2078; Mar. 2-p. 60. 

Diamond Fertilizer Co., et al v. Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 30486; June 1-p. 58 (D). 

Drass, Phil. and Marh Krasnowsky, dba I. L. 
& C. Co— investigation and revocation of 
permit; MC-C-2104; Apr. 13-p. 60. 

Dugan, Dan S., extension—Mandan, N.D.; 
MC-22195, Sub. 48; Apr. 20-p. 58 (D). 

Dungee Truck Line, Inc.—control and merger 
—Central Freight Systems, Inc.; MC-F-6370 
and embraced case; Mar. 2-p. 69 (P). 

DVL Company—purchase—C. B. Boydston 
and J. C. Hilton and Dean Van Lines, Inc.; 
MC-F-6353; Feb. 2-p. 72 (P). 


Eastbound transcontinental freight 
warder rates; No. 31909; Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Eastern Bituminous Coal Association, et al. 
v. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31437 and embraced cases; Feb. 23-p. 51 
(D); Mar. 23-p. 55; June 22-p. 55. 

Eastern Central Motor Common Carriers— 
agreement; section 5a application No. 48; 
June 1-p. 64; June 29-p. 73. : 

Eastern Central Motor Carriers Association, 
Inc. v. ABC Freight Forwarding Corp.; et 
al.; No. 31881; June 8-p. 50 (D). 

Eastern Central Motor Carriers Association, 
Inc. v. Akron, Canton & Youngstown Rail- 
road Co., et al.; No. 31006; Feb. 9-p. 20. 

Eastern Motor Express, Inc. v. Stephen La- 
hotski, et al.; MC-C-1918; Mar. 9-p. 61 (P). 

Eastern Steamship Lines, Inc., common Car- 
rier application; W-311; May 18-p. 59. 

Eastern Tank Carrier Conference, Inc.—agree- 
ment; section 5a application No. 63; Mar. 
9-p. 51; Mar. 30-p. 184. 

Eazor Express, Inc., extension—alternate 
route: MC-59120, Sub. 12; June 8-p. 73 (P). 

Eazor Express, Inc.—purchase—Donald H. 
Axe, Eazor Express, of Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
Donald H. Axe, dba Axe and Arthur Motor 
Express; MC-F-6274; June 8-p. 74 (P). 

Eazor Express, Inc.—purchase—Litman Motor 
Freight, Inc.; MC-F-6423 and embraced 
case; Apr. 6-p. 61 (P). 

Electrical appliance—St. Louis to Chicago; 
I. and S. M-9045; Mar. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Electrical equipment—Buffalo to Chicago; 
I. and S. M-8031; Feb. 2-p. 51 (D). 

Electric Storage Battery Co., Chicago, | a 
Long Transportation Co.; No. 32194; June 
29-p. 60. 

Electrodes—Morganton, N.C., to Chicago; 8 
and S. No. 6691 and embraced case; May 25- 

. 20. 

Ellasberg Bros., Inc. v. Railway Express 
Agency, Inc.; No. 31858; June 15-p. 17. 
Elk Boat Line certificate transfer; Finance 
No. OWil a pte se stigation of control 

Elliott, William H.—investig 
—-Merchants Delivery, Inc.; MC-F-6402; 
Mar. 2-p. 61. 

Emery Transportation Co., common carrier 
application; MC-114019 and embraced case; 
Mar. 16-p. 61 (P). 

Emery Transportation Co., 
ahy, Wis.; MC-114019, Sub. 7; 
25. 

Emery Transportation Co., extension—Wells, 
Minn.; MC-114019, Sub. 3; Feb. 16-p. 67 
(P). 

Employes authorized to issue_motor vehicle 
‘out of service’ notices; Jan. 12-p. 43; 
Mar. 30-p. 179. 

Endicott-Johnson Corp. v. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31279 
and embraced cases; May 25-p. 65 (D). 

Equalization of rates at North Atlantic ports; 
I. and S. No. 6615 and embraced case; Mar. 
9-p. 44; Mar. 30-p. 183; Apr. 6-p. 37; June 
29-p. 72. 

Equipment Rental, Inc., General Truck Ren- 
tals, Inc., Wynn’s Truck Rental, Inc., Glass, 
Inc., Ludman Corporation—investigation of 
operations; MC-C-1894; Apr. 27-p. 53 (D). 

Erie Railroad Co., et al., trackage rights, etc.; 
Finance No. 19182; Feb. 9-p. 56. 

Erie Railroad Co., trackage rights; Finance 
No. 19627; Jan. 19-p. 54; Apr. 6-p. 47 (D). 

Erskine, Loran LeRoy, dba L. L. “John Er- 
skine’’—investigation and revocation; MC- 
C-1739; June 15-p. 45 (D). 

Eureka Pipeline Co.; Valuation No. 1338 (1955 
report); Mar. 23-p. 41 (D). 

Exceptions rating—hardware and wire goods; 
I. and S. M-8655; Apr. 20-p. 58 (D). 

Exceptions ratings—mineral wool—truckline 
territory; I. and S. M-9027; Mar. 2-p. 71 (P). 


Ex Parte MC-5, security for protection of the 
public as provided in Part II of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act; Mar. 30-p. 179. 


Ex Parte MC-6, Philadelphia, Pa., commercial 
zone; June 1-p. 67 (P). 

Ex Parte MC-19, practices of motor common 
carriers of household goods; Apr. 20-p. 54 
(D); May 4-p. 32; June 22-p. 54. 


for- 


extension—Cud- 
Apr. 20-p. 





Ex Parte MC-20, trunk line territory motor 
carrier rates; Mar. 9-p. 28. 

Ex Parte MC-37, commercial zones and ter- 
minal areas (Bonner Springs, Kan., com- 
mercial zone); Feb. 23-p. 59 (D). 

Ex Parte MC-37, commercial zones and ter- 
minal areas; Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 16-p. 51; 
May 18-p. 65. 

Ex Parte MC-37, commercial zones and ter- 
minal areas (Memphis, Tenn., commercial 
zone); May 4-p. 44 (D). 

Ex Parte MC-40, motor carrier safety reguls- 
tions—Part 195—hours of service of drivers 
—log keeping, Little Creek-Kiptopeaie 
Ferry; Apr. 20-p. 57 (D). 

Ex Parte MC-40, qualifications and maximun 
hours of service of employes of motor car- 
riers and safety of operation and equip- 
ment—Part 198—transportation of migrant 
farm workers by motor vehicle; Apr. 6-p., 
50; June 22-p. 45 (D). 

Ex Parte MC-43, lease and interchange of 
vehicles by motor carriers; Jan. 19-pp. 320, 
59 (P); Feb. 2-pp. 54, 57; Feb. 9-pp. 20, 55; 
— an Vogt age & (D); Mar. 30-p, 

; Apr. 6-p. 4 r. 27-p. 59; Ma “Dp. 
59; June 15-p. 48. 4 iets ai 

Ex Parte MC-46; Feb. 23-p. 33. 

Ex Parte MC-47, transportation of US, 
Government freight by contract carriers »y 
motor vehicles; May 25-p. 76. 

Ex Parte MC-48, determination of jurisdic- 
tion over transportation of petroleum and 
petroleum products by motor carriers 
within a single state; Mar. 30-p. 171 (D). 

Ex Parte MC-49, released rate rules, National 
Motor Freight Classification; Feb. 2-p. 79; 
Feb. 23-p. 42; Mar. 2-p. 75; June 29-p. 67. 

yg _ .* —— of the rules of 

ctice; Jan. 26-p. 28; June 1-p. . r 
ag p 1-p. 60; June 

Ex Parte No, 159, security for protection of 
the public as provided in Part IV of the 
Interstate Commerce Act; Mar. 30-p. 179. 

Ex Parte No. 179, rules and instructions for 
inspection and testing of multiple unit 
equipment, New York, New Haven & Hart- 
ford Railroad Co.; Mar. 23-p. 44 (D). 

Ex Parte 192, reduced rates under Section 22 
—special filing rule; Apr. 27-p. 19. 

Ex Parte No. 196, increased freight rates, 1956; 
Feb. 16-p. 56; Mar. 2-p. 66; Mar. 9-p. 16: 
Mar. 16-p. 51; Mar. 23-p. 60 (P). ‘ 

Ex Parte No. 197, Consolidated Freight Classi- 
fication, Uniform Freight Classification; 
Feb. 2-p. 79; Mar. 2-p. 75; June 29-p. 67. 

Ex Parte No. 202, increased fares, eastern and 
western railroads, 1956; Jan. 12-p. 50. 


Ex Parte No. 203, rule 203 of the rules and 
instructions for inspection and testing of 
on other than steam; Mar. 23-pp. 

‘, . 

Ex Parte No. 205, motor carrier freight com- 

modity statistics; Jan. 19-p. 41 (D). ante 


Ex Parte 206, increased freight rates, eastern 
and western territories, 1956; Jan. 5-pp. 43, 
47, 48; Jan. 12-pp. 17, 20, 26, 33, 43. 49: Jan. 
19-pp. 16, 23, 26, 55; Jan. 26-pp. 17, 18, 42, 
46, 49, 50; Feb. 2-pp. 15, 56, 65, 76; Feb. 9-pp. 
18, 23, 27, 71, 88; Feb. 16-pp. 22, 25, 26, 55, 
56, 69; Feb. 23-pp. 66, 68; Mar. 2-pp. 60, 64, 
65, 66, 77, 78; Mar. 9-pp. 16, 50; Mar. 16-pp. 
51, 53, 66, 68; Mar. 23-pp. 13, 15, 46, 47, 54, 
86; Mar. 30-pp. 23, 27, 178, 183, 195; Apr. 6- 
pp. 18, 21, 51, 63; Apr. 13-pp. 20, 25, 39: 
Apr. 20-pp. 21, 30, 31, 60, 66; Apr. 27-p. 29: 
May 4-pp. 35, 65; May 1l-pp. 17, 25, 71: 
May 18-pp. 73-75; May 25-p. 29; June 1-pp. 
15, 41, 53 (D), 63; June 8-pp. 17, 23, 27; 
June 15-pp. 20, 68; June 29-p. 24. 

Ex Parte 206—west bank of Lake Michigan; 
I. and S. No. 6736; Mar. 16-p. 53; Mar. 23-p. 
47; May 18-p. 74; June 15-p. 49. 


Ex Parte No. 207, increased fares in western 
territory, 1956; Jan. 5-p. 38 (D), 49; Mar. 
30-p. 183; Apr. 27-p. 65; June 8-p. 70. 

Ex Parte No. 209, accident on the New York 
Central Railroad Co. near Ripley, N.Y.; Feb. 
16-p. 56; May 4-p. 43 (D). 


F 


Fabricas Auto—Mex., S.A. v. New York Cen- 
tral Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31889; Feb. 
9-p. 50 (D). 

Factory Tile, Inc., Roseland, Ind., v. South 
Bend Freight Lines, Inc.; No. 32193; June 
29-p. 60. 

Factory Tile, Inc., Roseland, Ind., v. South 
Bend Freight Line, Inc.; No. 32193, Sub. 1; 
June 29-p. 60. 

Fafard, Conrad, Inc. v. Canadian National 
Railways, et al.; No. 31720 and embraced 
case; Mar. 2-p. 16. 


Faultless Rubber Co., Ashland, O., v. Erie 
eee Co., et al.; No. 32120; Mar. 16-p. 
a 


Federal Barge Lines, Inc., v. Alton & South- 
ern Railroad, et al.; No. 31822; June 15-). 
63 (P). 

Federal Barge Lines, Inc., competitive bid- 
ding exemption; Finance No. 19578; Jan. 
12-p. 38 (D). 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


Federal Barge Lines, Inc., extend operations; 
W-381, Sub. 8; June 1-p. 64; June 29-p. 59. 

Feigenbaum and Arons v. Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31887 and 
embraced case; Feb. 9-p. 49 (D). 

Ferreira, Roger-control-Keogh Storage Co.; 
MC-F-5560; Feb. 2-p. 18. 

Fertilizer between southern points; No. 
16295; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 

Fiberboard boxes—Milwaukee to Indianap- 
olis; MC-C-2097; Mar. 30-p. 188. 

Fifth class rates between Boston, Mass., and 
i renee R.I.; I. and S. M-24; Mar. 9- 
p. 28. 

fine Products Corporation v. Gulf, Mobile & 
Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32007; Mar. 
2-p. 59 (D). 

Fish Forwarding Co., Inc., freight forwarder; 
FF-157; Apr. 6-p. 50. 

*“lagler, Fred J., Sr., et al., v. High Point, 
Thomasville & Denton Railroad Co.; No. 
31998; Apr. 6-p. 48 (D). 

Yavoring syrup—Waukegan, Ill., to Kansas 
City and St. Joseph, Mo.; I. and S. M- 
8956; May 1l-p. 59 (D). 

‘letcher, H.E., Co. v. Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 30206; Feb. 23-p. 
6 


7. 

‘lorida East Coast Railway Co., control and 
guarantee of bonds; Finance No. 19467; 
Mar. 16-p. 52. 

Yorida East Coast Railway Co., debtor; 
Finance No. 13170; Mar. 16-p. 52. 

‘lorida East Coast Railway Co., reoganiza- 
tion; Finance No. 13170; Feb. 9-p. 46 (D); 
May 4-p. 44 (D). 
lynn Forwarding Co., Inc., extension— 
southeast; FF-114, Sub. 6 and embraced 
cases; Mar. 9-p. 18. 
ogarty Bros. Transfer, Inc.—purchase— 
Aetna Van Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6437; Apr. 
20-p. 74 (P). 

‘oodstuffs—Jefferson Freight Lines, Inc.; I. 
and S. M-8703; Feb. 23-p. 76 (P). 
‘oodstuffs & meats—TIllinois & Michigan to 
east; I. and S. M-8258; Feb. 9-p. 65 (P). 

Ford Construction Co., Inc., contract carrier 
application; MC-115640; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P). 

Forwarder—motor carrier contracts; MC-C- 
1394; Apr. 27-p. 59. 

Forwarder rates—Niles, Ill., to Philadelphia, 
Pa.; I. and S. No. 6689; May 25-p. 72 (D). 

Forwarders’ defined terminal areas; No. 
31730; Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 16-p. 51. 

Freedom—Valvoline Oil Co., pipe line de- 
partment; Valuation No. 1342 (1955 re- 
port); May 18-p. 51 (D). 

Freight, all kinds—Birmingham to Memphis; 
I. and S. No. 6733; May 1l1-p. 65. 

Freight forwarder commodity rates—west- 
bound transcontinental; I. and S. No. 
6305; Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Freight Forwarders Conference—agreements; 
section 5a application No. 52; Apr. 27-p. 64. 

Freight forwarder terminal areas; I. and S. 
No. 6332; Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 16-p. 51. 

Freight forwarder traffic in official territory; 
I. and S. No. 6497; June 22-p. 50 (D). 

Frigidways, Inc.—investigation and revoca- 
tion of certificate; MC-C-2073; Jan. 5-p. 52. 

Frit (glazing compound)—Chicago, Ill., to 
Ohio; I. and S. M-7706; Jan. 5-p. 39 (D). 

Frozen food—California to Texas; I. and S. 
M-8758; Feb. 16-p. 68 (P). 

Frozen fruit products from Florida; No. 
32179; June 8-p. 70. 


G 


Galveston Truck Line Corporation, common 
carrier, irregular routes; MC-8544, Sub. 15; 
Feb. 16-p. 33; June 8-p. 62; June 22-p. 64. 


Galveston Truck Line Corp., extension; MC- 
8544, Sub. 16; June 29-p. 59. 


Galveston Truck Line Corp. v. Ada Motor 
Lines, Inc., et al.; MC-C-1922 and em- 
braced case; Feb. 9-p. 69; Feb. 16-p. 33; 
Apr. 13-p. 60 (P); May 18-p. 72. 

Garian, Harry Gerald, water carrier applica- 
tion; W-1100; May 4-p. 52. 

Garland Freeman and Floyd Freeman, et al. 
v. Donaldson Transfer Co.; MC-C-1890; 
Apr. 20-p. 57 (D). 

Garments—Baltimore to North Carolina; MC- 
C-2045; May 1l-p. 70 (P). 

Garrett Freight Lines, Inc.—control and 
merger—Transportation Service Co.; MC- 
F-6298; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P) 

Gasoline and fuel oil—Friendship to Va. 
and W.Va.; I. and S. No. 6318 and em- 
braced cases; Feb. 2-p. 49 (D); Feb. 23-p. 
68; Mar. 2-p. 60. 

Gateway Transportation Co., extension— 
Badger Ordnance Works and Camp Mc- 
Coy; MC-80430, Sub. 64; Jan. 12-p. 37 (D). 

Gault Transportation, Inc., et al. v. Carl 
P. Gordon, Inc.; MC-C-2036; Apr. 27-p. 
69 (P). 

Geigy Chemical Corporation, New York, N.Y., 
v. Burlington Truck Lines, Inc., et al.; 
MC-C-2075; Jan. 12-p. 52. 
reneral American Pipe Line Co.; Valuation 
No. 1301 (1955 report); Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 


General Foundry and Manufacturing Co., 
Flint, Mich., v. Hancock Trucking, Inc., 
et al.; No. 32195; June 29-p. 60. 

General Motors Corporation v. Pennsylvania 
— Co., et al.; No. 32070; June 8-p. 

General Transport, Inc., contract carrier ap- 
picnson: MC-114475, Sub. 2; Feb. 23-p. 

Georgia Highway Express, Inc.—purchase 
(portion)—Empire State Express, Inc.; MC- 
F-6226; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Gillette, David, common carrier application; 
MC-115768; Mar. 2-p. 58 (D). 

Ginnane Weber Trucking Co., Inc., freight 
ow application; MM-158; Jan. 12-p. 


Girdler Co. v. Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Railway Co., et al.; No. 32017; Feb. 16- 
p. 68 (P). 

Glass bottles from Laredo to Dallas and 
ans I. and S. M-7697; Jan. 19-p. 46 
(D). 

Glass pellets—Newark, O., to Huntingdon, 
Pa.; I. and S. M-8809; Mar. 2-p. 72 (P); 
June 15-p. 46 (D). 

Glassware—between Columbus, O., and 
Marion, Ind.; I. and S. M-9026; Mar. 2- 
nm. Ta. CP). 

Glue stock to Merrimack, N.H.; No. 32168; 
May 25-p. 83. 

Grafton Coal Co. v. Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co., et al.; No. 29928; Feb. 9-p. 65 
(P); May 18-p. 51 (D). i 

Grandin, D.H., Milling Co. v. Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31945; Feb. 2-p. 
71 (P); June 1-p. 56 (D). 

Gray, Ollie, and Courtney Gray, contract 
carrier application; MC-115688 and em- 
braced case; Mar. 9-p. 37 (D). 

Great American Transport, Inc., extension— 
Ford Plant site; MC-55873, Sub. 21 and 
embraced cases; Mar. 16-p. 47 (D). 

Great Lakes Ship Owners Association, et al. 
v. Akron, Canton & Youngstown Railroad 
Co., et al.; No. 32100; Jan. 26-p. 53. 

Great Lakes Ship Owners Association, et al. 
v. Akron, Canton & Youngstown Railroad 
Co., et al.; No. 32104; Feb. 2-p. 70. 

Great Lakes Ship Owners Association v. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown Railroad 
Co., et al.; No. 31907; May 4-p. 59 (P). 

Greater Baton Rouge Port Commission Vv. 
American Barge Line Co., et al.; No. 31890; 
Feb. 9-p. 17. 

Green Construction Co., et al. v. Great 
Northern Railway Co., et al.; No. 32115; 
Mar. 2-p. 69. 

Groceries—between New York and Philadel- 
phia; I. and S. M-9317; June 29-p. 48 (D). 

Groendyke Transport, Inc., extension—acids 
and chemicals; MC-111401, Sub. 56; June 
8-p. 73 (P). 

Guex, John L., extension—groceries; MC- 
15603, Sub. 4; June 1-p. 56 (D). 

Gulf Atlantic Towing Corporation purchase 
St. Johns River Line Co.; Finance No. 
19518; Mar. 2-p. 61. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al., merger, etc.; Finance No. 19657; May 
25-p. 66 (D). 

Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co., abandon- 
ment; Finance No. 18914; Jan. 26-p. 43. 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co., trackage 
rights; Finance No. 16990; Mar. 2-p. 58 


(D). 

Gulf Oil Corporation, Pittsburgh, Pa., Vv. 
Kansas City Southern Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 32175; June 15-p. 59. 

Gulf Refining Co., pipe line department (1955 
report); Valuation No. 1333; Feb. 2-p. 50 
D). 

ous and resins—east and south to the 
Pacific coast; I. and S. No. 6589 and em- 
braced case; Feb. 9-p. 62 (P). 


Haeckl’s Express, Inc.—purchase—Thomas G. 
Akmon; MC-F-6284; Apr. 13-p. 63 (P). 

H. & B. American Machine Co., Inc. v. Hall’s 
_— Transit Co.; MC-C-1880; Feb. 9-p. 
66 (P). 

Hall’s Motor Transit Co., Sunbury, Pa., v. 
Buch Express, Inc., Harrisburg, Pa.; MC-C- 
2112; May 18-p. 67. 

Haney Truck Lines, contract carrier appli- 
cation; MC-116065; Mar. 16-p. 45 (D). 
Haney Truck Line—purchase (portion)— 
Delmer Kiser; MC-F-6414; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P). 
Harris, Joe A., extension—Clovis, N.M.; MC- 

29780, Sub. 4; Mar. 23-p. 42 (D). 


Harrold, J.D., Co. v. Alabama Great South- 
ern Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31993; Mar. 
9-p. 62 (P). 

Harwood Trucking, Inc., extension—Indiana; 
MC-8540, Sub. 31; June 1-p. 55 (D). 


Hatch, W.S., Co., extension—chemicals; MC- 
109689, Sub. 26; Feb. 9-p. 64 (P). 


Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., extension—Ohio, 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia; MC- 
42329, Sub. 121; Mar. 23-p. 42 (D). 

Healzer Cartage Co.—investigation and revo- 
a of certificate; MC-C-2056; June 1-p. 
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Heater service charge, Chicago to east; I. 
and S. M-4117; Feb. 9-p. 55. 

Heavy and Specialized Carriers Section of 
the Local Cartage National Conference v. 
Wilson Freight Forwarding Co.; MC-C- 
2119; June 29-p. 60. 

Heavy and Specialized Carriers Tariff Bu- 
reau—agreement; section 5a application 
No. 54; Jan. 5-p. 42. 

Heavy and Specialized Carriers Tariff Bu- 
reau v. U.S.A.C. Transport, Inc.; No. 32164; 
May 4-p. 57. 

Helm’s Express, Inc.—purchase—Roulston 
Freight Lines, Inc. (William Biederman, 
trustee); MC-F-6439; May 4-p. 62 (P); 
May 25-p. 84 (P). 

Hemingway Brothers Interstate Trucking Co. 
—control and merger—Ferreira’s Transpor- 
tation, Inc., and Keogh Storage Co.; MC- 
F-6304; Feb. 2-p. 18. 

Herrett Trucking Co., Inc., extension—feeds; 
MC-30092, Sub. 7; Feb. 16-p. 47 (D). 

Herrin Transportation Co., extension—Jack- 
sonville; MC-1124, Sub. 121; Mar. 2-p. 59 


(D). 

Heublein, G.F., & Brothers, Inc., Hartford, 
Conn., v. B. & O., et al.; No. 32150; Apr. 
27-p. 68. 

Hewitt-Robins, Inc. v. Eastern Freight- 
ways, Inc.; MC-C-1937; June 8-p. 75 (P). 

Hewitt-Robins, Inc. v. New York Central 
wie Co., et al.; No. 32001; May 18-p. 

Hide & Skins Transportation Corp.—inter- 
pretation of certificate; MC-44599; Mar. 
23-p. 40 (D). 

Hightower Box & Tank Co., Inc., v. Ala- 
bama Great Southern Railroad Co., et al.: 

wh? 31425; gune 29-p. 64 (P). ‘ 

chcock, gnes, exemption application; 
MC-115950, EX; Feb. 16-p. 67 (Py 

Hoffman Transfer, Inc., extension—groceries; 
MC-106200, Sub. 5; June 8-p. 74 (P). 

Holmes, Alvin R.—control—Newburgh Trans- 
fer, Inc.; MC-F-6209; Feb. 2-p. 72 (P). 

Home Transfer & Storage Co., contract car- 
rier application; MC-115476 and embraced 
case; Feb. 2-p. 49 (D); Mar. 16-p. 48 (D). 

Home Transportation Co., Inc., extension— 
ferro alloys; MC-111545, Sub. 21; Mar. 2-p. 
73; Mar. 9-p. 62 (P). 

Home Transportation Co., Inc.—purchase— 
a E. Risner; MC-F-6262; Mar. 2-p. 

Houff Transfer, Inc.—interpretation of cer- 
tificate; MC-66900; Feb. 16-p. 51 (D). 

Houff Transfer, Inc.—revocation of cer- 
tificates; MC-C-2101; Apr. 20-p. 71. 

Household goods—National Van Lines, Inc.; 
I. and S. M-9109; June 22-p. 46 (D). 

Household _machinery—Louisville, Ky., to 
ar a Ill.; I. and S. No. 6645; Feb. 23-p. 

Howard Terminal—control—El Dorado Mo- 
tor Transportation Co.; MC-F-6415; Feb. 
9-p. 63 (P); Apr. 27-p. 65. 

Hubley Manufacturing Co. v. York Motor Ex- 
ar main et al.; MC-C-1850; Feb. 9-p. 

Hudlow, W.C., Jr—control—General Trans- 
port, Inc.; MC-F-6359; Feb. 23-p. 63 (D). 

Hudson River Day Line, Inc., temporary au- 
aca llaaiaaaaa W-305, Sub. 3; Feb. 9-p. 


Hudson Transit Lines, Inc. v. Inter-City 
Fa ~ eames Co., Inc.; MC-C-2114; June 
-p. 59. 
Hughes, W.W., extension—frozen foods; MC- 
105782, Sub. 3; May 4-p. 45 (D). 
Hunter, John M.—purchase (portion)—W. 
W. Jarmon; MC-FC-59022; Apr. 27-p. 69 


(P). 

Hussey, C.G., & Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., v. Road- 
ts aaa Inc.; MC-C-2100; Mar. 30- 
p. q 

Hyman Transportation Co.—purchase—Wal- 
we) L. Phillips; MC-F-6418; Apr. 20-p. 75 


Ideal Furniture Manufacturing Co. v. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31947; May 4-p. 45 (D). 

Illinois Central suburban fares; No. 31955; 
Mar. 9-p. 39 (D); Jun@22-p. 55. 


Illinois-Missouri Terminal Railway Co.—pur- 
a etc.; Finance No. 18752; June 15- 
p. 56. 

Increased class rates—middle Atlantic ter- 
ritory; MC-C-1795; Mar. 23-p. 48; Apr. 27- 
pp. 36, 58. 

Increased commutation fares—N.Y.,'N.J., and 
Pa.—under 15 miles; I. and S. No. 6743; 
Apr. 13-p. 50. 

Increased commutation fares—N.Y., N.J., Pa.; 
I. and S. No. 6735; Mar. 16-p. 50. 


Increased commutation passenger fares, N.Y., 
N.J., & Pa.; No. 32140; Mar. 30-p. 178; Apr. 
13-p. 50. 

Increased demurrage charges—1956; I. and 
S. No. 6646; Jan. 26-p. 17; Feb. 2-p. 77; 
Feb. 9-p. 29; Feb. 23-p. 80; Mar. 16-p. 65; 
Apr. 6-p. 51; Apr. 13-p. 50; May 4-pp. 17, 
65; May 25-p. 45; June 15-p. 23. 
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Increased express charges within eastern ter- 
ritory; No. 32035; June 22-p. 45 (D). 

Increased fares, certain eastern railroads, 
1957 No. 32097; Jan. 12-p. 44; Feb. 2-p. 58.- 

Increased fares in southern territory, 1957; 
No. 32099; Jan. 19-p. 48; Feb. 23-p. 68; May 
4-p. 35. 

Increased fares, New England territory, 1957; 
No. 32102; Jan. 19-p. 48; Feb. 23-p. 68; 
May 4-p. 35. 

Increased fares, official territory, 1956; No. 
32032; Jan. 5-pp. 38 (D), 49; Jan. 12-p. 44; 
Jan. 26-p. 57; Feb. 2-p. 78; May 1l-p. 49 
(D); June 15-p. 50. 

Increased parcel post rates, 1957; No. 32158; 
June 1-p. 59. 

Increases in intrastate freight rates and 
charges within the state of Tennessee; No. 
32123; Mar. 9-p. 16. 

Increases in Texas rates, fares, and charges; 
No. 28846; Apr. 27-p. 65. 

Increases—middle Atlantic New England; I. 
and S. M-2949; Mar. 9-p. 51. 

Independent Carloading Co., Inc., freight for- 
warder application; FF-124; Mar. 2-p. 61. 

Indiana intrastate bituminous coal rates and 
charges; No. 31964; Apr. 6-p. 51. 

Indiana intrastate freight rates and charges; 
No. 31964; Mar. 23-n. 60 (P). 

Indianhead Truck Line, Inc., extension— 
cement in bulk: MC-108449, Sub. 41; May 
25-p. 83 (P). 

Indianhead Truck Lines, Inc., of St. Paul, 
Minn., extension — fertilizer; MC-108449, 
Sub. 36; Feb. 23-p. 53 (D). 

Inland Navigation Co., extension—Lewiston, 
Ida.-Columbia River: W-690, Sub. 4; May 
25-p. 80. 

Inspection of grain at Jamestown, N.D.; a. 
and S. No. 6639; Jan. 12-p. 58; Mar. 2-p. 
69 (P). 

Inter-City Auto Freight, Inc.—purchase— 
Skagit River Motor Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6448; 
Feb. 23-p. 77 (P). 

Intermediate rules—south and east; MC-C- 
1692 and embraced case; Mar. 23-p. 39 (D). 

Intermountain Tariff Bureau, Inc.—agree- 
ment: section 5a application No. 62; Jan. 
12-p. 49. 

International Minerals and Chemical Corp., 
Chicago, Ill., v. Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad Co.; No. 32125; Mar. 23-p. 59. 

Interstate commutation fares between New 
York and New Jersey; No. 31663; Mar. 2- 


. 65. 

notesstate freight rates and charges within 

the state of Louisiana; No. 32148; Apr. 13- 
. SS. 

be the matter of regulations for transporta- 
tion of explosives and other dangerous 
articles; No. 3666; Feb. 9-p. 55. 

Intrastate rates on bituminous coal within 
Ohio; No. 25566; May 11-p. 75; June 22-p. 
71. 

Investigation of control—McLean Trucking 
Co. and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corpora- 
tion; MC-F-5976; Apr. 27-p. 60. 

Iowa Milling Co. v. Cedar Rapids & LC. 
Ry. Co., et al.; No. 31134; May 11-p. 60. 
Iron and steel—Illinois to Mound and Spring 
Park, Minn.; I. and S. M-8796; Mar. 23-p. 

62 (P). 

Iron and Steel—between N.Y., N.J., and Pa.; 
I. and S. M-8311; May 4-p. 43 (D). 

Iron and steel from Pennsylvania to south- 
ern points; I. and S. No. 6552; Mar. 30-p. 
176 (D). 

Iron and steel—within and to the south- 
west No. 31865 and embraced cases; Apr. 
6-p. 58 (P). 

Iron and steel to southwest Gulf ports; I. 
and S. No. 6634 and embraced case; June 
29-p. 63 (P). 

Iron and steel in special equipment between 
Pa. and Ohio; I. and S. M-9258; Jan. 5-p. 
49. 


Iron and steel—Sterling, Ill., to St. Louis; 
MC-C-2089; Feb. 9-p. 61. 

Iron and steel articles—eastern common car- 
riers; MC-C-1510 and embraced cases; Mar. 
30-p. 27; May 4-pp. 43 (D), 49; May 25-p. 
75; June l1-p. 64; June 8-p. 54. 

Iron ore from eastern ports to central freight 
association points; I. and S. No. 6074; Feb. 
23-p. 69; Mar. 30-p. 184; Apr. 6-p. 46 (D); 
May 4-p. 70; June 8-p. 58; June 29-p. 18. 

Iron ore (ex-Labrador, Can.) to Youngstown, 
O. area; I. and S. No. 6742; Apr. 6-p. 18; 
Apr. 13-p. 55. 

Iron and steel articles—trunk line points; 
I. and S. M-4354; Feb. 23-p. 67. 

Iron or steel articlés—middlewest territory, 
1957; MC-C-1984; Apr. 6-p. 50. 


J 


Jamestown Area Furniture Haulers Associa- 
tion, Inc.—agreement; section 5a applica- 
tion No. 59; Apr. 6-p. 61 (P). 

Janice, Inc., Dallas, Tex., v. Acme Fast 
Freight, Inc.; No. 32106; Feb. 9-p. 61. 
Jiffy Manufacturing Co., High Point, N.C., 
v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 

Co., et al.; No. 32180; June 15-p. 59. 





J.M. Transportation Co., Inc., common car- 
rier application; MC-20109; Apr. 20-p. 77 


(P). 
Johns-Manville Products Corporation of 
Massachusetts, North Billerica, Mass., v. 


Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway 
Co., et al.; No. 32107; Feb. 9-p. 61; June 
29-p. 64 (P). 

Johnson, Al, Construction Co., et al. v. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., 
et al.; No. 31976; May 18-p. 54 (D). 

Johnson, Al, Construction Co., Minneapolis, 
Minn., v. Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co.; 
No. 32092; Jan. 12-p. 52; May 25-p. 86 (P). 

Johnson Motor Lines, Inc., extension—North 
Carolina-South Carolina; MC-106401, Sub. 
8; June 8-p. 73 (P). 

Joint passenger train service between St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, Minn.; No. 32029; 
May 4-p. 48. 

Joint proposal of Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co., and Chicago, St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis & Omaha Railway Co., to revise, 
rearrange and discontinue certain passen- 
ger train service in Wisconsin; No. 2-R- 
3143; June 1-p. 18. 

Jones Transfer Co.—control and merger— 
aw Freight Co.; MC-F-6446; May 4-p. 

(P). 


K 


Kaneb Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 
(1955 report); Apr. 6-p. 46 (D). 

Kansas intrastate freight rates and charges; 
No. 32067; Feb. 2-p. 67; Mar. 23-p. 48. 

Keokuk Electro-Metals Co. v. Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31988; Feb. 9-p. 65 (P). 

Keokuk Electro—Metals Co. v. Chicago & 
North Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 
32006; Feb. 2-p. 73 (P); June 29-p. 17. 

Keystone Express and Storage Co., Inc., 
Lancaster, Pa., v. Buch Express, Inc., Har- 
— Pa.; MC-C-2112, Sub. 3; June 1- 
Pp. $ 

King Pharr Canning Operations, Inc. v. The 
Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co., et 
al.; No. 31989; May 18-p. 69 (P). 

Klug Trucking Co.—control—The Direct 
a - acamaaaaes Co.; MC-F-6301; Mar. 23-p. 

(P). 

Koos, N.S., & Son Co. v. Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway Co., et al.; No. 30511; 
May ll-p. 55 (D); June 8-p. 63. 

Kramer Bros. Freight Lines, Inc., extension 
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F. Dushek substituted as applicant); MC- 
109650, Sub. 7; Apr. 20-p. 57 (D). 


L 


Lackawanna & Wyoming Valley Railroad Co., 
reorganization; Finance No. 16575 and em- 
braced case; May i18-p. 68 (P). 

Lacquer thinning—Philadelphia, Pa. to Long 
Isiand; I. and S. M-9083; May 25-p. 72 (D). 

Lancaster Transportation Co., Lancaster, Pa., 
v. Buch Express, Inc., Harrisburg, Pa.; MC- 
C-2112, Sub. 1; May 18-p. 67. 

Lane, Robert, contract carrier application; 
MC-115449; Feb. 16-p. 48 (D). 

Law, Vernice W., et al.—control; Law & 
Ingham Transportation Co., Inc.—purchase 
—Howe Trans., Inc.; MC-F-5695; June 8-p. 
72 (P). 

Lay Trucking Co., Inc., petition for modifica- 
tion; MC-23441; Apr. 27-p. 55 (D). 

Leary, A.T., Jr., lease, etc.; Finance No. 
19516; Mar. 16-p. 58. 

Leclede Steel Co. v. Alabama Highway Ex- 
press, Inc., et al.; No. 32144; Apr. 13-p. 60. 

Leimann, Alvin M., extension—passenger 
limitation; W-1073, Sub. 2; Jan. 12-p. 53 
(P); Mar. 16-p. 20. 

Lesoine, John R.—purchase—Iver O. Mason 
and Ernest W. Van Leuven; MC-F-6377; 
Mar. 9-p. 62 (P). 

LeTourneau—Westinghouse Co. v. Southern 
Railway Co.; No. 31872; Mar. 2-p. 55 (D). 

Ligon, Arnold, extension—Aluminum Co., 
Warrick County, Ind.; MC-35396, Sub. 17 
and embraced cases; June 15-p. 43 (D). 

Ligon, Arnold, dba Arnold Ligon Truck 
Line—investigation of operations; MC-C- 
2067; Jan. 5-p. 52. 

Lincoln Electric Co. v. New York Central 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31903 and em- 
braced case; Feb. 2-p. 73 (P). 

Liquefied chlorine gas—Evans City, Ala., to 
West Virginia; fourth section application 
No. 32661; May 4-p. 60 (P). 

Liquor from, to and between official terri- 
tory; I. and S. M-4450; Mar. 16-p. 50; Apr. 
20-p. 59. 

Liquors between Brownsville, Pa. and Louis- 
ville, Ky.; I. and S. M-5299; June 29-p. 
49 (D). 

Liquors—between Louisville, Ky., and Penn- 
sylvania; I. and S. M-8193 and embraced 
case; June l-p. 54 (D). 
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Little Audrey’s Transportation Co., Inc., ex- 
tension—California; MC-108053, Sub. 14: 
Apr. 20-p. 75 (P). 

Littlemyer, Samuel, and Clyde Littlemyer 
revocation of permit; MC-C-1778; Apr. 20. 
Dp. Fe «2. 

Long Island Railroad Co. v. The Delaware 
Lackwanna & Western Railroad Co., et al. 
No. 31979; Apr. 20-p. 73 (P). 

Loudoun Transfer, Inc., extension—Phila- 
delphia and Lancaster, Pa.; MC-43165, Sub 
4; Apr. 6-p. 43 (D). 


Louisiana intrastate freight rates an 
charges; No. 31163; Apr. 13-p. 55. 
Louisiana intrastate freight rates anc 


charges; No. 32148; May 25-p. 83. 

Louisiana intrastate passenger fares: No 
32136; June 1-p. 67. 

Louisville & Jeffersonville Bridge and Ril. 
road Co., merger, etc.; Finance No. 18656 
May 18-p. 60. 

Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co., et al 
merger, Inc.; Finance No. 18845; Mar. 16 
p. 43 (D); Apr. 13-p. 104; Apr. 20-p. 60 
June 1-p. 73. 

Louisville, New Albany & Corydon Railroac 
Co., extension—irregular routes; MC-54855 
Sub. 3; Apr. 27-p. 65. 

Louthan-Dowell Motors, et al. v. Alton & 
Southern Railroad, et al.; No. 31703; June 
8-p. 53 (D). 

Lyons Transportation Co.—control—Keyston¢ 
ef Express, Inc.; MC-F-6407; Apr. 20-p 

Lyon Van Lines, Inc.—purchase—Ford Trans 
= an Storage Co.; MC-F-6364; Mar. 2-p 


Machinery Haulers Association—agreement 

a 5a application No. 58; Apr. 6-p 
(P). 

Machinery or machines—Chicago, IIl., to 
Cleveland, O.; I. and S. M-8875; Mar. 23- 
p. 63 (P). 

Magnesium, Illinois and Missouri to Den- 
ver; I. and S. M-8847; Mar. 16-p. 63 (P) 

Magnesium metal—Illinois and Missouri to 
— I. and S. M-8545; Mar. 16-p. 64 
(P). 

Magnet Cove Barium Corporation v. Chicago 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31883; June 22-p. 50 (D). 

Malleable Iron Range Co. v. the Milwaukee 
Road, et al.; No. 31928; June 1-p. 57 (D). 


Malt beverages, empty containers—Bradley’s 
Express; I. and S. M-8889; May 4-p. 46 (D). 

Malt beverages—Peoria to Lexington, Ky.: 
I. and S. M-8682; Mar. 2-p. 72 (P). 


Marine Boat Transportation Co, .Inc.—revo- 
cation of permit; MC-C-2084; Feb. 2-p. 57. 


Marine Engineering and Supply Co., et al. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31713; Feb. 2-p. 57. 


Marine Engineering & Supply Co., et al. v. 
Atchison,’Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31929; Jan. 26-p. 40 (D). 

Marine Engineering and Supply Co., et al. v. 
Pacific Electric Railway Co., et ajJ.; No. 
31717; Feb. 2-p. 57. 

Marine Engineering and Supply Co., et al. v. 
St. Louis & Southwestern Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31712; Feb. 2-p. 57. 

Marine Transit Co., control; 
18999; Mar. 16-p. 46 (D). 

Marino Trucking Co., Inc., extension—peat; 
MC-84805, Sub. 2 and embraced cases; 
June 8-p. 83. 

Mark, Dominic, and Louis Mark Squiccimara 
v. John Egbert; MC-C-2121; June 29-p. 60. 

Marks, J.H., Trucking Co., Inc.—purchase— 
Wilton B. Delafield; MC-F-6306; Jan. 19-p. 
60 (P). 

Martinson, Walter S., certificate transfer; 
Finance No. 19420; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P); Apr. 
27-p. 51 (D). 

Maryland Cork Co., Inc. v. Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co.; No. 32008; June 15-p. 65 (P). 

Massmans Construction Co., Kansas City, 
Mo., v. Minneapolis, St. Paul — Sault Ste. 
Marie Railroad Co. and Northern Pacific 
Railroad Co.; No. 32088; Jan. 5-p. 51; May 
25-p. 85 (P). 

Masten Transportation, Inc.—merger—Mas- 
ten Trucking Co., Inc.; MC-F-6051 and 
embraced cases; Mar. 23-p. 41 (D). 

Matson Navigation Co., temporary authority 
—Seattle; W-1091, Sub. 1; June 15-p. 50. 


Matter of increases in freight rates and 
charges within the state of Missouri, 1956; 
No. 13566; May 4-p. 35. 

Mauer-Neuer, Inc. v. Lee Way Motor Freight, 
Inc.; MC-C-2006; Mar. 23-p. 59 (P). 

Mayer, Oscar, Packing Co. v. Riss & Co., Inc.; 
MC-C-1907; June 22-p. 48 (D). 

McCormack, T.I., Trucking Co., Inc., of 
Woodbridge, N.J., extension—Mason Coun- 
ty, W.Va.; MC-52458, Sub. 133 and en- 
braced cases; Mar. 16-p. 45 (D). 
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McDuffee Motor Freight, Inc.—control— 
ae Inc.; MC-F-6324; Mar. 16- 
Pp. ; 

McGaughey Brothers, Inc., transportation 
activities of; MC-C-1998; Jan. 26-p. 53 (P). 

McLaughlin, T.M., dba Mack Brothers—in- 
vestigation and revocation of certificate; 
MC-C-2099; Mar. 30-p. 188. 

McLean, M.P., Jr.—control; McLean Trucking 
Co.—control—Carolina Motor Express 
Lines, Inc. (Earl R. Cox, receiver); MC-F- 
5114 and embraced case; Jan. 12-p. 38 (D). 

McLean, Malcolm P.—control—Pan-Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation and McLean Truck- 
ing Co.; MC-F-5913; Apr. 27-p. 60. 

McQuaide, W.C., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC-116280 and embraced cases; Mar. 
23-p. 60 (P). 

Mechling, A.L., common carrier application; 
W-630 and embraced cases; June 29-p. 51. 

Mechling, A.L., Barge Lines, Inc., et al., 
merger, etc.; Finance No. 19614 and em- 
braced cases; Mar. 16-p. 46 (D). 

Mercer, T.E., and G.E. Mercer, extension— 
oil field commodities; MC-74595, Sub. 15; 
Apr. 27-p. 54 (D). 
lerchandise—between Chicago and Cincin- 
nati, Indianapolis; MC-C-1310 and em- 
braced cases; Mar. 23-p. 48. 
lerchandise—mixed truckloads—east; MC-C- 
1331; Feb. 9-p. 
ferchants Delivery, Inc.—investigation of 
operations; MC-C-2030; Mar. 2-p. 61. 
ferchants Motor Freight, Inc., et al. v. 
Bruce Motor Freight, Inc., et al.; MC-F- 
5729 and embraced case; June 1-p. 67 (P). 
ferchants Transfer & Storage Co.—purchase 
(portion)—Frank A. and Andrew E. 
Schroff; MC-F; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P). 
itercury Motorways, Inc., consolidation; No. 
32192; June 29-p. 60. 
lercury Motorways, Inc., South Bend, Ind., 
and Express Freight Lines, Inc., Milwau- 
kee, Wis., v. C.A. Conklin Truck Line, 
—_ Adrian, Mich.; MC-C-2090; Feb. 16- 
p. 65. 
leseck Steamboat Co., Inc., common car- 
rier application; W-958; June 15-p. 49. 

Meseck Steamboat Co., Inc., contract carrier 
application; W-958, Sub. 1; June 15-p. 49. 

Michigan-Ohio Pipeline Corp.; Valuation No. 
1357 (1955 report); June 15-p. 42 (D). 

Michigan passenger fares No. 11762; Jan. 12- 
p. 44; Mar. 16-p. 52; May 1l-p. 49 (D). 

Michigan Peat, Inc., New York, N.Y., v. 
oe & Ohio, et al.; No. 32176; June 
15-p. 59. 

Middle Atlantic Conference, petition of, for 
investigation by the Commission upon its 
own motion—printing paper and pulpboard 
from Luke, Md.; Mar. 2-p. 62. 

Middle Atlantic Conference v. A.A.A. Truck- 
ing Corp., et al.; MC-C-1881, Sub. 2; Mar. 
30-p. 188 (P); Apr. 20-p. 24. 

Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau v. Ace 
Lines, Inc., et al.; MC-C-1953 and em- 
braced case; Mar. 23-p. 41 (D). 

Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau v. White 
— Transfer Co.; MC-C-1952; May 18- 
p. 69 (P). 

Midwest Coast Transport, Inc., extension— 
oe MC-111812, Sub. 27; Mar. 16-p. 
8 ( . 

Midwest Coast Transport, Inc., Sioux Falls, 
a extension; MC-111812, Sub. 32; May 
5-p. 57. 

Midwest Forwarding Co., freight forwarder 
+ een FF-205; Feb. 16-p. 57; May 25- 
p. 76. 

Midwest Motor Express, Inc.—purchase (por- 
tion)—E.E. Culp and Theresa A. Culp; MC- 
F-6294; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Mid-West Motor Service Co., Inc., extension 
— MC-6964, Sub. 4; Apr. 27-p. 53 
(D). 


Midwest Transfer Co., petition of, for in- 
stitution of investigation of rates on build- 
ing, roofing and insulating materials from 
Illinois to Iowa; MC-C-2074; Mar. 2-p. 61. 

Miller, Eldon, Inc., extension—fats and oils, 
Memphis, Tenn.; MC-92983, Sub. 174; May 
25-p. 85 (P). 

Miller Petroleum Transporters, Ltd., exten- 
sion—anhydrous ammonia and fertilizer; 
MC-111159, Sub. 33; June 8-p. 72 (P). 

Millhurst Milling & Drying Co., Inc., v. Bos- 
ton & Maine Railroad, et al.; No. 31614; 
Feb. 16-p. 51 (D). 

Minimum rate restrictions to, from, ‘and 
within the southwest; I. and S. M-2154; 
Mar. 9-p. 28. 

M nnesota intrastate freight rates and 
‘harges; No. 31798; May 1l-p. 54 (D). 

Minnesota Liquid Fertilizer Co. v. Chicago 
& Great Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 
31999; May 4-p. 62 (P). 

Miscellaneous amendments; No. 3666; Apr. 
6-p. ‘ 


Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co.., water car- 
‘ler application; W-78, Sub. 2; May 4-p. 52. 
Missouri-Illinois-Kansas Express, Inc.—in- 


estigation and revocation of permit; MC- 
2080; Jan. 19-p. 59. 


Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Co., securi- 
ties; Finance No. 19234; Mar. 9-p. 44. 
Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., ex- 
tension—Wichita-Geneseo, Kan.; MC-89723, 

Sub. 17;, Jan. 26-p. 54 (P). 

Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co.—key 
point modifications; MC-89723, Sub. 4 and 
embraced case; Jan. 19-p. 45 (D). 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., reorganiza- 
tion; Finance No. 9918; Jan. 26-p. 39 (D); 
Feb. 9-p. 56; Mar. 16-p. 50; June 15-p. 
43 (D). 

Missouri Transit Co., Inc.—purchase (por- 
tion)—Missouri Pacific Transportation Co.; 
MC-F-6362; Jan. 5-p. 52 (P). 

Molasses—Gulf ports to middlewest; No. 
31930; June 8-p. 49 (D). 

Moloney Electric Co., St. Louis, Mo., v. 
Strickland Transportation Co., Inc.; MC-C- 
2093; Mar. 16-p. 61. 

Monon Railroad equipment trust certificates; 
Finance No. 19712; Apr. 27-p. 60. 

Monrovia Chamber of Commerce, Inc., et al. 
v. Consolidated Freightways, Inc., et al.; 
MC-C-1983; Mar. 9-p. 59 (P). 

Montana intrastate freight rates and 
charges; No. 31620; Mar. 9-p. 43; Mar. 30-p. 
178; May li-p. 61. 

Monte Carlo Wine Industries, Lt., New 
Brunswick, N.J., Luckenbach Steamship 
Co., Inc.; No. 32181; June 15-p. 59. 

Morgan Drive-Away, Inc. v. Commercial Car- 
riers, Inc.; MC-C-2087, Sub. 1; Mar. 23- 
-. ae 

Motor carrier enforcement proceedings, Oc- 
tober 1, 1956 to December 31, 1956; Feb. 9- 
p. 78. 

Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc.—agree- 
ment (2); section 5a application No. 57; 
Feb. 16-p. 20. 

Motor Carriers Traffic Association, Inc.— 
agreement; section 5a application No. 55; 
Mar. 16-p. 58. 

Motor Express, Inc., of Indiana—purchase 
(portion)—The Cleveland, Columbus & 
Cincinnati Highway, Inc.; MC-F-6447; Apr. 
20-p. 75 (P). 

Motor Freight Express, York, Pa., v. Buch 
Express, Inc., Harrisburg, Pa.; MC-C-2121, 
Sub. 2; May 18-p. 67. 

Mullady, Walter, and John B. O’Connor, Jr. 
—control—Rogers Cartage Co., et al.; MC- 
F-6445; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P); Apr. 13-p 63 (P). 

Multiple deliveries—New England; MC-C- 
1520 and embraced cases; Jan. 12-p. 39 
(D). 

Mundet Cork Corporation v. Chicago, Burl- 
ington & Quincy Railroad Co.; No. 31932; 
Feb. 2-p. 57. 

Muriatic acid—Chattanooga, Tenn. to Chi- 
cago, Ill.; fourth section application No. 
32291; May 25-p. 71 (D). 

Muskingum Fiber Products Co. v. Chesapeake 
& O. Ry. Co.; No. 30538; Mar. 2-p. 16. 

Mutrie, P.B., Motor Transportation, Inc., ex- 
tension—Bainbridge, N.Y.; MC-31600, Sub. 
394; Feb. 16-p. 49 (D). 

Myers, F.W., & Co., Inc. v. Central Vermont 
Railway, Inc.; No. 32103; Jan. 26-pp. 52, 53. 

Myers, G.R., extension—Brunswick, Ga.; 
MC-61505, Sub. 19; Jan. 19-p. 41 (D). 


N 


Nalon Co., contract carrier application; MC- 
116195; Mar. 23-p. 61 (P). 


Nantucket Pipe Line -Co.; Valuation No. 
1364 (1955 report); Jan. 26-p. 39 (D). 


Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway 
trackage rights; Finance No. 18649; June 
l-p. 60. 

National Classification Committee—agree- 
ment; section 5a application No. 61; Jan. 
19-p. 43 (D). 

National Container Corporation of Wiscon- 
sin, Tomahawk, Wis., v. Algers, Winslow & 
Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 32117; 
Feb. 23-p. 75; Mar. 16-p. 50. 


National Sugar Refining Co., reserve divi- 
sion, New Orleans, La., v. Ahnapee & West- 
ee Co., et al.; No. 32160; May 4- 
p. A 

National Transit Co.; Valuation No. 1339 
(1955 report); June 15-p. 42 (D). 


Navajo Freight Lines, Inc.—purchase— 
Hearne Motor Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-F- 
6260 and embraced case; Jan. 26-p. 54 (P). 

Nelseco Navigation Co., extend operations; 
W-985, Sub. 5; Apr. 20-p. 67. 

Nelseco Navigation Co., temporary author- 
i ee Island; W-985, Sub. 6; June 1- 
p. ; 


Nelson, L., & Sons Transportation Co.—con- 
trol and merger—Gilbertville Trucking Co., 
Inc.; MC-F-6099 and embraced case; June 
15-p. 63 (P). 

New Bedford, Woods Hole, Martha’s Vine- 
yard and Nantucket Steamship Authority 
v. Searoad Transport Co., Inc.; W-C-1; 
June 22-p. 23; June 29-p. 61. 


New England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., Bos- 
ton, Mass., v. Interstate Transfer, Inc., 
Peabody, Mass.; No. 32145; Apr. 20-p. 70. 


New Jersey & New York Railroad Co., re- 
organization; Finance No. 13490; June 15- 


p. 50. 

New Jersey & New York Railroad Co., trus- 
tee, trackage rights; Finance No. 19928; 
Feb. 9-p. 56. 

New Jersey Dress Manufacturers and Con- 
tractors Association v. Charles Amoruso, 
et al.; MC-C-2066; Jan. 5-p. 52. 

New Jersey intrastate commutation fares 
(Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey and 
New York & Long Branch Railroad Co.); 
No. 32139; Apr. 13-p. 60. 

Newsom Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier; 
so and embraced cases; June l1-p. 

Newsprint paper—British Columbia to Pa- 
cific Coast points; I. and S. No. 6752; May 
ll-p. 60; May 18-p. 58. 

Newsprint paper from British Columbia to 
California; No. 18667; May 11-p. 61; May 
18-p. 58. 

Newsprint paper from Calhoun, Tenn., to 
Houston, Tex.; fourth section application 
No. 32092; Mar. 16-p. 17. 

New York area terminal charges; MC-C-1794; 
Feb. 2-p. 65. 

New York Central Railroad Co., ferry aban- 
donment; Finance No. 18781; Mar. 16-p. 51; 
May 25-p. 69 (D). 

New York, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad 
> aaa Finance No. 17883; June 15-p. 

(2). 

New York, Ontario & Western Railway Co., 
ar open Finance No. 11662; Feb. 2- 
p. : 

New York Transit Co., Inc.; Valuation No. 
1318 (1955 report); Apr. 13-p. 49 (D). 

Norfolk & Western Railway Co., construc- 
tion; Finance No. 19463; Mar. 23-p. 40 (D). 

Norfolk & Western Railway Co., equipment 
— ~ ‘iam Finance No. 19609; Apr. 

-p. 59. 

North Carolina intrastate freight rates and 
ia ae No. 31479; Feb. 9-p. 54; June 15- 
p. ‘ 

Northern Natural Gas Co., et al. v. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31921; Feb. 16-p. 47 (D). 

Northern Pacific, Soo Line, and Great North- 
ern, application of, re joint passenger serv- 
ice St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., and 
Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis., and to 
pool and divide earnings therefrom; No. 
32029; June 8-p. 73 (P). 

Northern Pacific Transport Co., extension— 
property between Fargo, N.D., and Marion, 
N.D.; MC-63562, Sub. 23 and embraced 
case; May 4-p. 43 (D). 

Northern Pacific Transport Co., extension— 
Lewiston, Ida.-Pasco, Wash.; MC-63562, 
Sub. 27; Feb. 16-p. 60; Mar. 9-p. 52. 

Northern Pacific Transport Co., extension— 
Spokane, Wash.—Lewiston, Ida.; MC-63562, 
Sub. 28; Feb. 16-p. 60. 

Northern Pacific Transport .Co., extension— 
Olympia, Wash.-Hoquiam, Wash.; MC- 
63562, Sub. 29; Feb. 16-p. 60. 

Northern Pacific Transport Co.—purchase— 
Humphries Transport, Inc.; MC-F-6485; 
Feb. 16-p. 60. 

Northern Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1317 
(1955 report); Mar. 2-p. 58 (D). 

Norwalk Truck Lines, Inc.—control—Shirks 
Motor Express Corp.; MC-F-6239 and em- 
braced case; Mar. 30-p. 191 (P), May 18-p. 
68 (P). 

Nuzzi, Joseph Peter, extension—Pittsburgh 
airport; MC-110263, Sub. 20; Feb. 2-p. 50 
(D). 


°o 


O’Boyle, M. I., & Son, Inc., Washington, D.C., 
v. Miller Motor Line of North Carolina, Inc. 
(J. Archer Cannon, Jr., trustee), Greens- 
boro, N.C.; MC-C-2111; May 11-p. 69. 

OCO Transportation Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication; MC-115809; Jan. 12-p. 37 (D); 
Feb. 16-p. 46 (D). 

Odell Hardware Co. v. Southern Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31957; Feb. 23-p. 64 (D). 

Ohio River Co., extension—Monongahela 
River; W-414, Sub. 2 and embraced cases; 
Feb. 23-p. 51 (D). 

Oilfield equipment, materials, and supplies to 
and between the southwest; MC-C-1891 and 
embraced case; May 4-p. 40 (D). 

O.1.M. Transit Corporation—investigation of 
operations and revocation of certificate; 
MC-C-2091; Feb. 16-p. 65. 

OK Valley Freight Lines, limited common 
carrier application; MC-115968; Feb. 9-p. 64 
(P). 


Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation, Balti- 
more, Md. v. Louisville & Nashville, Rail- 
road Co., et al.; No. 32098; Jan. 19-p. 59. 

Olson, Oliver J. & Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication; W-277 and embraced cases; Apr. 
13-p. 51. : 

Olson, Oliver J., & Co., extension—tug and 
barge; W-277, Sub. 18 and embraced cases; 
Feb. 2-p. 51 (D). 

Omission of routing on phosphate rock— 
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A.C.L., S.A.L., Sou.; No. 31935; Feb. 9-p. 61 


(P). 

Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., 
extension—San Jose; MC-9115, Sub. 43 
and embraced cases; Apr. 27-p. 55 (D). 

Owenton Motor Express, transportation ac- 
tivities of; MC-C-1874; Feb. 16-p. 49 (D). 

P 

Pacific Intermountain Express, extension— 
Glen Canyon dam site; MC-730, Sub. 83 and 
embraced cases; June 8-p. 72 (P). 


Pacific Intermountain Express Co.—merger— 
Public Freight System; MC-F-6406; Jan. 26- 
p. 53 (P). 

Pacific Motor Trucking Co.—contract carrier 
application; MC-78787, Sub. 37; May 18-p. 
72 


Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension—alter- 
nate route, Oregon; MC-78786, Sub. 209; 
June 22-p. 49 (D). 

Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension—new 
motor vehicles, Oakland, Calif., to Nevada; 
MC-78787, Sub. 35; Mar. 16-p. 57. 

Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension—new 
motor vehicles from Oakland, Raymer and 
South Gate, Calif.; MC-78787, Sub. 37; Jan. 
12-p. 48; June 29-p. 63 (P). 

Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension—Ore- 
gon; MC-78787, Sub. 34 and embraced cases; 
June 8-p. 66; June 22-p. 49 (D). 

Pacific Truck Service, Inc., extension—Neva- 
da pipeline points; MC-77135, Sub. 12; 
Mar. 9-p. 16. 

Paint and paint materials—Chicago to Michi- 
gan; I. and S. M-8830; Mar. 23-p. 62 (P). 
Paint material—Chicago, Ill., to Kokomo, 
Ind.; I. and S. M-8760; Feb. 16-p. 68 (P). 
Pallets, Guilliland Transfer Co.; I. and S. 

No. M-9222; Feb. 23-p. 42. 

Pallets—from New York to N.Y. and N.J.; 
I. and S. M-9147; June 29-p. 49 (D). 

Pan-Am Southern Corp., pipeline depart- 
ment; Valuation No. 1360, 1955 report; 
Mar. 23-p. 41 (D). 

Pan-Atlantic Carloading Dispatch Service, 
Inc., extension—Pacific Coast; FF-29, 
Sub. 1; June 8-p. 71 (P). 

Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp.—control—S. C. 
Loveland Co., Inc.; MC-F-6167; June 22-p. 
61 (P). 

Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation—exten- 
sion—intercoastal; W-376, Sub. 13; Apr. 27- 
p. 60. 

Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp. v. Akron, Can- 
ton & Youngstown Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
31744; June i-p. 60. 

Paper and paper articles, Gainesville Mid- 
land Railroad; No. 32159; Apr. 27-p. 58. 
Paper between Seattle and Washington 
points; I. and S. M-5207; Apr. 27-p. 59. 
Paper—Charleston to Savannah; MC-C-2096; 

Mar. 30-p. 188. 

Paper—International Falls, Minn., to Kansas 
City, Mo.; I. and S. M-8763 and embraced 
case; May 18-p. 70 (P). 

Paper—Trenton, N.J., to Bristol, Pa. and 
ye _ N.Y.; I. and S. M-8085; Feb. 9-p. 

9 (D). 

Paper wrappers—Baltimore to North Carolina; 
I. and S. M-8461; Feb. 9-p. 49 (D). 

Passenger fares and surcharges; No. 26550; 
Jan. 12-p. 44; Jan. 19-p. 48; Feb. 23-p. 68; 
Mar. 16-p. 52; May 1l-p. 49 (D). 

Payne, Cecil, Supply Co., Inc.—investigation 
of operations; MC-C-2120; June 29-p. 60. 
Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., extension—rice; MC- 
110190, Sub. 19 and embraced case; Apr. 6-p. 

61 (P). 

Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., extension—western 
New York; MC-110190, Sub. 24; Feb. 23-p. 
63 (D); Mar. 16-p. 48 (D). 

Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 
No. 19764; May 25-p. 79. 

Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, note; 
Finance No. 19708; Apr. 27-p. 58. 


Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., extension— 
alternate route; MC-19201, Sub. 90 and em- 
braced cases; Mar. 23-p. 43 (D). 


Pepsi-Cola Co., Long Island City, N.Y., and 
Sethness Products Co., Chicago, Ill. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 32112; Feb. 23-p. 75. 


Perishable protective service and charges; 
MC-C-985; Feb. 9-p. 55. 

Pervin, John, ex tension—prefabricated 
— MC-110920, Sub. 2; Feb. 9-p. 63 
(P). 

Petition for investigation or declaratory 
order as to the proper description and rate 
to apply on chenille cotton piece goods; 
MC-C-1939; Mar. 16-p. 53. 

Petition of Eastern Central Motor Carriers 
Association for general investigation—car- 
riers restrictions—through rates—meats, 
butter, eggs, etc.; MC-C-2044; Apr. 27-p. 59. 

Petition of Household Goods Carriers’ Bu- 
reau, Inc., and others for a declaratory 
order; No. 32154; May 25-p. 74. 

Petition of the railroads in southern terri- 
tory for investigation into the lawfulness 
of the rates maintained by Malone Freight 
Lines, Inc., on aluminum articles; MC-C- 
2085; Mar. 16-p. 52. 


stock; Finance 


Petroleum Carrier Corporation, common car- 
rier application; MC-63517, Sub. 8; Mar. 30- 
p. 171 (D). 

Petroleum Carrier Corporation extension— 
— acid; MC-103378, Sub. 56; Mar. 23- 
p. ». 

Petroleum products—Friendship, N.C., to 
Va.; I. and S. M-6937; Feb. 23-p. 68. 

Petroleum products—Friendship, N.C. to Va. 
and W.Va.; I. and S. No. 6623; Mar. 2-p. 60. 

Petroleum products—Friendship, N.C., to Va., 
and W.Va.; MC-C-1591; Feb. 23-p. 68. 

Petroleum products—Friendship, N.C. to Va., 
and W.Va.; No. 31396; Feb. 23-p. 68. 

Philadelphia (Pa.) Merchants Association, 
investigation—retail store deliveries; No. 
32163; Apr. 27-p. 65. 

Phillips Petroleum Co., products pipe line 
department; Valuation No, 1321 (1955 re- 
port); Feb. 9-p. 49 (D). 

Phillips Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1320 
(1955 report); Feb. 23-p. 60 (D). 

Phonograph records—Indiana to Chicago, IIl.; 
I. and S. M-8962; May 18-p. 53 (D). 

Phosphate rock—Florida to Arkansas, Illinois 
and the south; I. and S. No. 6285 and em- 
braced cases; Jan. 19-p. 46 (D); June I1-p. 
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Photo supplies and machinery—between Chi- 
cago and Kansas City; I. and S. M-8757; 
Mar. 2-p. 72 (P). 

Pickup and delivery limits at Los Angeles, 
Calif.; I. and S. No. 6169; Jan. 26-p. 50. 
Pickup and delivery restrictions; I. and S. M- 

9425; Feb. 16-p. 22. 

Pickup and delivery restrictions, California; 
I. and S. M-8291; Feb. 16-p. 42. 

Pickup and delivery restrictions—California, 
Nebraska, Arizona; I. and S. M-8352; Feb. 
16-p. 42. 

Pickup and delivery restrictions—California 
—rail; No. 31944 and embraced cases; Apr. 
20-p. 71 (P); May 18-p. 71; May 25-p. 88. 

Pikovosky, Gene—control; Hyman Transpor- 
tation Co.—purchase—Clark Brelsford; MC- 
F-5788; Apr. 27-p. 55 (D). 

Pipe fittings—Anniston, Ala., to Chicago, IIl.; 
I. and S. M-8697; Mar. 2-p. 72 (P); Mar. 
16-p. 63 (P). 

Pipe fittings—Blossburg, Pa., to Massachu- 
setts; I. and S. M-9191; May 25-p. 71 (D). 
Pittsburgh-Des Moines Steel Co. v. Chicago 
Great Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 

31985; May 18-p. 50 (D). 

Planters Fertilizer and Soybean Co., Pine 
Bluff, Ark. v. Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
Co., et al.; No. 32096; Jan. 12-p. 52. 

Plastic materials or products, Toledo to 
Twin Cities; I. and S. 6564; Jan. 19-p. 60 
(P). 

Point Express, Inc.—purchase—Cooper Trans- 
fer Co.; MC-F-6396; Mar. 2-p. 69 (P). 

Pope & Talbot, Inc., extension—Pittsburgh; 
W-336, Sub. 7; Mar. 9-p. 59 (P). 

Pope & Talbot, Inc., extension—Yaquina Bay; 
W-366, Sub. 8; Mar. 9-p. 59 (P). 

Potassium phosphate—Carteret, N.J., to Bal- 
timore, Md.; I. and S. M-8778; Mar. 2-p. 
72 (P). 

Prickett, William L.—investigation of opera- 
tions; MC-C-1988 and embraced cases; Mar. 
30-p. 191 (P); May 4-p. 58 (P). 

Promulgation and enforcement of rules, 
standards and instructions for installation, 
inspection, maintenance and _ repair of 
power brakes; No. 31928; Jan. 19-p. 39 (D). 


Proposed increased refrigeration charges; 
No. 31342; Jan. 12-p. 65. 

Publication of rules and charges for acces- 
sorial services by rail and motor Carriers; 
No. 31450; Feb. 9-p. 55. 

Pudim, John, Jr., Warren and Frederick, dba 
Pudim Brothers—investigation and revoca- 
tion of permit; MC-C-2109; May 4-p. 57. 


Pulpboard—Richmond, Va., to Md. and D.C.; 
I. and S. M-9121; May 25-p. 72 (D). 


Pure Transportation Co.; Valuation No. 1327 
(1955 report); Feb. 2-p. 50 (D). 


Q 


Quality Limestone Products, Inc., Sussex, 
Wis., and Woodland Lumber Sales, Inc. v. 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
Railroad Co. and Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co.; No. 32108; 
Feb. 9-p. 61. 


Querner Truck Lines, Inc. and Bert St. Ger- 
maine, petition of, for an investigation of 
the rates of regulated motor common car- 
riers on wool and mohair from Texas to 
the east; MC-C-2041; Apr. 20-p. 60. 

Querner Truck Lines, Inc., et al. v. Alamo 
Motor Lines, et al.; MC-C-2062; Mar. 2-p. 
18; Apr. 20-p. 60. 


Querner Truck Lines, Inc., extension—wool 
iy mohair; MC-340, Sub. 11; Mar. 9-p. 58 
). 


Ragland Coal Co. v. Virginian Railway Co., 
and Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co.; No. 
14498; Jan. 12-p. 44. 


INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 


Railroad annual report form A; Feb. 2-p. 56. 

Railroad passenger train deficit; No. 3195¢; 
Jan. 26-p. 32; Apr. 13-p. 68; June 22-pp. 2), 
27; June 29-p. 68. 

Railway Express Agency, Inc., extension-- 
Dothan, Ala.—Panama City, Fla.; MC-66562, 
Sub. 1307; Feb. 9-p. 64 (P). 

Railway mail pay, eastern and southeri 
railroads applications for increased rates, 
1956; No. 9200; Jan. 19-p. 54; Feb. 16-p. 6); 
May 4-p. 18; May 1l-pp. 61, 64; May 25-p. 
75; June 8-p. 65. 

Ramona Towboat Co., Inc., extended towinz 
rights; W-629, Sub. 1; Jan. 5-p. 48. 

Rates on crushed stone, gravel, sand ani 
slag within the state of Ohio; No. 2502(; 
Mar. 9-p. 43. 

Ratner, Milton D.—control—Emery Trans- 
portation Co.; MC-F-6326; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P.. 

R. C. Motor Lines, Inc., and Great Souther: 
Trucking Co. v. Ploof Transfer Co., Inc; 
ee Jan. 19-p. 59; (P); June 22-p. 

R. C. Motor Lines, Inc., et al., Jacksonville, 
Fla. v. Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc., York, Pa; 
MC-C-2105; Apr. 20-p. 71. 

Reader Brothers, Inc. v. W. O. Mattox, dba 
Mattox Chemical Transport; MC-C-200'; 
Jan. 26-p. 54 (P). 

Reciprocity agreements between motor car- 
riers and shippers of bulk’ petroleum; MC- 
C-1804; Jan. 5-p. 43. 

Reclaimed rubber—Akron, O., to Oaks, Pa; 
I. and S. M-8557; June 15-p. 45 (D). 

Red Star Transit Co., Inc., extension—Ford 
Plant—Chicago Heights, Ill.; MC-2894, Su). 
13 and embraced cases; Mar. 9-p. 41 (D). 

Reduced class and commodity rates—middie 
Atlantic territory; MC-C-2001 and em- 
braced cases; May 18-p. 18. 

Reduced rates on pulpwood in southern ter- 
ritory; No. 30958; Jan. 26-p. 46. 

Reed Crushed Stone Co., Inc. v. Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32014; 
Mar. 30-p. 190 (P). 

Refrigerated Food Express, Inc., transferee, 
and Mathews Trucking Corp., transferor; 
MC-FC-55122; June 8-p: 58. 

Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc., extension— 
nes MC-107515, Sub. 226; June 29-p. 

/ (DD). 

Refund provisions—lake cargo coal; I. and S. 
ne 6441 and embraced case; Feb. 9-p. 46 
(D). 

Regulations for transportation of explosives 
and other dangerous articles; No. 3666; Apr. 
20-p. 61; May 25-p. 76; June 8-p. 58. 

Regulations to govern the destruction of rec- 
ords of carriers by water; Feb. 23-p. 69. 

Reliance Steel Products Co. v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad; No. 31244; Mar. 9-p. 24; 
Mar. 23-p. 32; June 15-p. 49. 

Renfro Transport Co., common carrier appli- 
cation; MC-115857; May 1l-p. 69 (P). 

Rerouting of traffic—appointment of agent; 
No. 562; Feb. 2-p. 57; Feb. 23-p. 69. 

Resler, Allan J., and Norman Forman—pur- 
chase—Flora A. Rodabaugh; MC-F-6442 and 
ees case; May 18-p. 68 (P); June 8-p. 

(P). 

Restrictions, rate—C. C. & C. Highway, Inc.; 
MC-C-1993; Mar. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Reynolds, L. C., extension—Canadiani border; 
MC-106608, Sub. 1; June 8-p. 74 (P). 

Reynolds Metals Co., Richmond, Va. v. Bes- 
semer & Lake Erie Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 32122; Mar. 23-p. 59. 

Rhinelander Paper Co. v. Algers, Winslow & 
Western Railway Co., et al.; No. 32057; Feb. 
23-p. 75; Mar. 16-p. 50. 

Rittenhouse, Roy and Harold, dba Roy Rit- 
tenhouse—investigation and revocation of 
certificate; MC-C-2106; Apr. 20-p. 71. 

Roadway Express, Inc.—control—M. & R. 
es Co.; MC-F-6161; May 18-p. 

(P). 

Robertson Tank Lines, Inc., extension—New 
Mexico; MC-116077, Sub. 5; Mar. 9-p. 42 (D). 

Robertson Transports, Inc., extension—New 
_ MC-110436, Sub. 13; Mar. 9-p. 42 
( e 

Romano, Vincent, freight forwarder applica- 
tion; FF-165; Jan. 5-p. 43; Mar. 23-p. 47; 
June 15-p. 49 . 

Roofing, etc.—Twin Cities, Minn., to South 
on I. and S. No. M-7113; Jan. 26-p. 40 
( ‘ 

Root’s Express, Inc.—purchase—Taylor’s 
Motor Express, Inc.; MC-F-6465; Mar. 2-p. 
70 (P.). 

Rough castings—Trafford, Pa., to Mansfield, 
O.; I. and S. M-9105; June 1-p. 57 (D). 
Routing A. C. & Y. R. R. on overhead traffic; 

I. and S. No. 6234; Apr. 27-p. 50 (D). 

Routing—cancellation at Waterloo, Ia.; I. 
and S. No. 6637; Apr. 6-p. 59 (P). 

Routing—cancellation—phosphate 
S.A.L.—A.C.L.; 
15-p. 43 (D). 

Routing—coal—Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road and Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis Railway to Georgia Southern & 
Florida Railway; I. and S. No. 6538 and 
embraced case; Mar. 30-p. 174 (D). 


rock— 
I. and S. No. 6495; June 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


Routing—phosphate rock—Florida to Iowa 
and Oklahoma-S.A.L.-A.C.L.; I. and S. No. 
6425; June 1-p. 17. 

Ruan Transport Corp.—purchase (portion) 
—James A. Hannah, Inc.; MC-F-6373 and 
embraced case; Feb. 16-p. 67 (P). 
tules governing the monthly reports of 
railroad accidents; Feb. 23-p. 98. 
tutland Railway Corp., B.S.-Ap. No. 13879; 
No. 28000, Sub. 146; June 1-p. 53 (D). 


tyder System, Inc., assumption of obliga-— 


— — liability; Finance No. 19692; Apr. 
13-p. ‘. 

tyder System, Inc.—control—Miller Motor 
Line of North Carolina, Inc. (Archie Can- 
non, Jr., trustee); MC-F-6010 and embraced 
cases; Feb. 2-p. 17. 


Ss 


afeway Stores, Inc. v. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co., et al.; No. 32039; 
May 4-p. 60 (P). 

afeway Trails, Inc.—control and merger— 
Quaker City Bus Co.; MC-F-6417; Apr. 20- 
. 74 (P). 

f Pmaw Dock & Terminal Co., contract car- 
rier application; W-641; Mar. 9-p. 45. 

¢¢. Johnsbury & Lamoille County Railroad— 

control—Maine Central Railroad Co.; 

Finance No. 19666; Feb. 23-p. 73. 

. Johns Terminal Co., Inc., Miami, Fla., v. 

Reading Co., et al.; No. 32188; June 22- 
. 60. 

rnuels, H., Co. v. Baltimore & Ohio, Chi- 

cago Terminal Railroad Co., et al.; No. 

31866; Mar. 9-p. 39 (D). 

indhaus, Harold M.—eligibility—second 

proviso; MC-99506; June 22-p. 62 (P). 

inta Fe Trail Transportation Co., exten- 
3ion—California-Arizona; MC-30605, Sub. 

91; Mar. 16-p. 58; Mar. 23-p. 55. 

inta Fe Trail Transportation Co., extension 
—New Mexico; MC-30605, Sub. 87; May 11l- 

p. 69 (P). 

.nta Fe Trail Transportation Co.—purchase 

—Meddock Truck Line; MC-F-6457; Mar. 
16-p. 58. 

anak Fe Trail Transportation Co.—purchase 
(portion)—U.L. Brooks and James C. Pitts; 

MC-F-6172; Apr. 27-p. 52 (D). 

.nta Fe Trail Transportation Co.—purchase 
(portion)—C.N. Lang and C.R. Givens; MC- 

F-6220; May 1l-p. 69 (P). 

.rtain-O’Guin Motor Lines, Inc.—investiga- 

tion of operations; MC-C-1943 and em- 

braced case; Apr. 13-p. 63 (P). 

Schenley Distillers, Inc. v. Cincinnati, New 
Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co., et al.; 
No. 31658; May 1l-p. 58 (D). 

Schlitz, Jos., Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 
v. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 32142; Apr. 20-p. 70. 

Scott, A.C.—control; Geo. F. Alger Co.—con- 
trol and merger—Portsmouth Truck Lines 
Co.; MC-F-5995 and embraced case; Apr. 
27-p. 56 (D). 

Scott Truck Line, Inc.—investigation and 
revocation of permit; MC-C-1971; Apr. 6- 
p. 59 (P). 

Scott Truck Line, Inc., in the matter of, 
investigation and revocation of permit; 
MC-C-1971; Jan. 12-p. 59. 

Scrap—between D.C. and York, Pa., or Hall- 
town, W.Va.; I. and S. M-8928; May 25- 
p. 71 (D). 

Seatrain Lines, Inc. v. Pan-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Corporation; No. 32169; May 4-pp. 
56, 57. 

Seattle Packing Co. v. Northern Pacific Rail- 
way Co.; No. 31802 and embraced cases; 
Feb. 23-p. 62 (D). 

Security Storage & Van Co., Inc.—purchase 
(portion)—W.W. Jarmon; MC-F-6355; May 
18-p. 68 (P). 

Separation of operating expenses between 
freight and passenger services; No. 32141; 
Apr. 13-p. 68; June 22-p. 29; June 29-pp. 
68, 71. 

Service boxes—Wyoming, Pa. to New York, 
N.Y.; I. and S. M-9056; May 18-p. 54 (D). 

Service Pipe Line Co. v. Chicago & North 
wWeoten Railway Co.; No. 32025; Apr. 13-p. 
03. 

Service Storage & Transfer Co., Inc.—peti- 
tion - declaratory order; MC-30471; Apr. 
13-p. ° 

Shaffer Trucking, Inc.—purchase—John G. 
Miller (The Gettysburg National Bank, ad- 
ministrator); MC-F-6444; Apr. 13-p. 63 (P). 

Shamrock Oil and Gas Corp., products pipe 
line department; Valuation No. 1349 (1955 
report); May 18-p. 51 (D). 

Shamrock Pipeline Corp.; Valuation No. 1369 
(1955 report); May 25-p. 69 (D). 

Shamrock Van Lines, Inc.—purchase (por- 
tion) —W.W. Jarmon; MC-F-6464; June 22- 
p. 62 (P). 

Shattuck Denn Mining Corporation v. Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31697; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 

Shea Chemical Corporation v. Atlantic 

Danville Railway Co., et al.; No. 

Mar. 23-p. 44 (D). 
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Shell Oil Co. v. Union mange Line Corp.; 
No. 31994; Mar. 23-p. 43 (D). 

Shell Pipe Line Corp.; Valuation No. 1326 
(1955 report); Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 

Sherman, The Roger, Transfer Co.—purchase 
—C.E. Hall & Sons, Inc. (Thomas W. Law- 
iM trustee); MC-F-6261; Mar. 2-p. 70 
(P). 

Shoe dressing—Brooklyn and Cranford to At- 
lanta; MC-C-2072; Jan. 12-p. 52. 

Short, J.R., Milling Co. v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32011; May 
18-p. 69 (P). 

Shreveport Chamber of Commerce v. Ala- 
bama Great Southern Railroad Co., et al.; 
No. 31905; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 

Shulman, Inc., extension—forwarder opera- 
tions; FF-211, Sub. 2; Apr. 20-p. 67. 

Siebert Trucking Co.—purchase—Edgewater 
ae Co., Inc.; MC-F-6263; Mar. 2-p. 
9 (P). 

Simoniz Co. v. Illinois Central Railroad, et 
al.; No. 31995; Mar. 23-p. 61 (P). 

Simpson, Laverne W., dba Mid-States Trans- 
portation Co., investigation and suspen- 
sion; MC-C-1775; Apr. 13-p. 64 (P). 

Sims Motor Transport Lines, Inc.—purchase 
—Industrial Motor Freight, Inc.; MC-F- 
6385; Feb. 23-p. 77 (P). 

Sinclair Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1329 
(1955 report); Feb. 2-p. 50 (D). 

Sioux City and New Orleans Barge Lines, 
Inc., v. Chicago & North Western Railway 
Co., et al.; No. 31808 and embraced cases; 
June 15-p. 61 (P). 

Sioux City & New Orleans Barge Lines, Inc., 
water common carrier; W-431, Sub. 3; Feb. 
9-p. 59. 

~—. Jack, applications; W-314; May 18- 
p. 59. 

Small shipment charges; MC-C-1990; Feb. 2- 

65 


p. : 

Smith Agricultural Chemical Co., Colum- 
bus, O., v. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co., et al.; No. 32189; June 29-p. 60. 

Soap powder—from Jacksonville to Atlanta; 
I. and S. M-8944; May 25-p. 71 (D). 

Sober, Howard, Inc., extension—Fort Wayne 
and Springfield; MC-8989, Sub. 157 and 
embraced cases; Feb. 16-p. 65 (P). 

Sober, Howard, Inc., extension—motor vehi- 
cles and parts from Bridgeport, Conn.; 
MC-8989, Sub. 154 and embraced cases; 
Feb. 16-p. 65 (P). 

Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., central pipelines 
division (1955 report); Valuation No. 1307; 
Apr. 6-p. 46 (D). ; 

Soda ash from Westvaco, Wyo., to St. Louis 
area; fourth section application No. 31623; 
Feb. 9-p. 65 (P); May 25-p. 71 (D). 

Sodium—Evans City, Ala., to Foley, Fla.; I. 
and S. No. 6467; Jan. 19-p. 43 (D). 

Soukup, Louis W., Mildred D. Soukup, and 
Ivan Kesterman, co-partners, dba Pacific 
Truck Rentals and Pacific Diesel Rental 
Co., a corporation, et al.—investigation of 
operations and practices; MC-C-2102; Apr. 
20-p. 59, 71. 

South Atlantic Traffic Bureau v. Seaboard 
Air Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31951; 
May 18-p. 54 (D). 

South Carolina intrastate freight rates and 
charges; No. 31291; May 1l-p. 55 (D). 

Southeast Ford Tractor Co. v. Atlanta & 
West Point Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32020; 
Mar. 16-p. 64 (P). 

Southeast Ford Tractor Co. v. Atlanta & 
West Point Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31139 
and embraced cases; Apr. 6-p. 61 (P). 

Southeastern Association of Railroad and 
Public Utilities Commissioners, et al. v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31874 and embraced cases; Feb. 
23-p. 72; Mar. 2-p. 61; Mar. 23-p. 46; May 
4-pp. 17, 52. 

Southeastern Greyhound Lines v. Continen- 
tal Tennessee Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1859; June 
29-p. 62 (P). 

Southern Manufacturing Co., Nashville, 
Tenn., v. Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
Louis Railway Co., et al.; No. 32133; Mar. 
30-p. 188. 


Southern Motor Carriers—agreement, section 
5a application No. 46; Mar. 16-p. 58. 


Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, 
Inc., agreements; No. 32171; May 1l1-p. 65. 


Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, 
Inc. v. Central Motor Lines, Inc., et al.; 
MC-C-1615 and embraced case; May ll-p. 
51 (D); June 8-p. 64. 

Southern motor rate increases, 1956; MC-C- 
2015; Mar. 16-p. 20; Mar. 30-p. 182; Apr. 
27-p. 36; June 15-p. 67. 

Southern Pacific Co.—control; Pacific Motor 
Trucking Co.—purchase—Pacific Freight 
Lines; MC-F-5783; May 18-p. 72. 

Southern Pacific Transport Co., extension— 
Orange, Tex.-Vinton, La.; MC-30319, Sub. 
67; Mar. 9-p. 61 (P). 

Southland Co. v. Southern Railway Co., et 
al.; No. 31970; Mar. 2-p. 59 (D). 
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Spector Freight System, Inc.—control and 
merger—Mid-States Freight Lines, Inc.; 
MC-F-6206 and embraced case; Mar. 23- 
p. 42 (D). 

Speedway Carriers, Inc.—control and merger 
—New York and Pennsylvania Motor Ex- 
press, Inc.; MC-F-6277; June 8-p. 74 (P). 

Spencer Foods, Inc., Spencer, Ia., v. At- 
lantic Coast Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
32113; Feb. 23-p. 75. 

Spokane International Railroad Co., control; 
Finance No. 19315; Jan. 5-p. 17; Jan. 26-p. 
43; Feb. 2-p. 66. 

Sprout & Davis, Inc., extension—liquid 
chemicals; MC-59310, Sub. 44; Feb. 16-p. 
50 (D); May 18-p. 52 (D). 

Stanislaus County, et al. v. Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway Co., et al.; No. 31901; 

eux neg 66 . P). 
ar Ban o., Inc. v. Norfolk & Portsmout 
Belt Line Railroad Co., et al.; No. 320412 
Mar. 9-p. 58 (P); May 18-p. 54 (D). 

Steamer Avalon, Inc., Cincinnati, O., exten- 
sion—St. Croix River; W-967, Sub. 6 and 
embraced cases; Feb. 16-p. 50 (D). 

Steinmetz, Jack, and McKinley Winter Live- 
stock Commission, Dodge City, Kan., v. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 32186; June 29-p. 60. 

Stiltz, Inc., investigation and revocation of 
certificate; MC-C-2042; Mar. 30-p. 190 (FP). 

Stone, cast or natural—St. Cloud, Minn., to 
oe I. and S. M-8706; May 18-p. 69 


Stone, Roy, Transfer Corporation—investiga- 
tion and revocation; MC-C-1777; June 15- 

alt 41 — ). 
op-off charge—McCormick Transport 
Co.; I. and S. M-8781; Mar. 2-p. 2 (Pye 

Stoves and related articles—south to north: 
I. and S. No. 6545; Feb, 23-p. 67. 5 

Subpart A—railroads: Feb. 2-p. 56. 

Substituted rail service by Red Ball Trans- 
fer Co.; I. and S. M-3035; Feb. 2-p. 27. 

Substituted service on livestock—C. B. & Q 
R. R.; No. 32165; May 4-p. 57. . 

Substitution of box cars for trailer-on-flat 
car service; No. 32042; Mar. 9-p. 44. 

Substitutions of rail regular for trailer-on- 
a service; I. and S. No. 6649; Feb. 2- 

Summer & Co. v. Chesapeake & Ohio Rail- 
way Co., et al.; No. 31771; Jan. 26-p. 40 (D). 

Sun Oil Co. v. Central Railroad Co. of New 
Jersey, et al.; No. 32027; May 4-p. 59 (P). 

Sun Oil Line Company of Michigan; Valua- 
a No. 1370 (1955 report); Mar. 2-p. 58 

Sun Pipe Line Co. of Illinois; Valuation 
1376 (1955 report); Apr. 27-p. 56 (D). 7h 

Sun Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1315 (1955 
report); Feb. 23-p. 60 (D). 

Super Service Motor Freight, Inc—control 
and merger—Coates-Norrell Motor Express, 
Inc.; MC-F-6230; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Super Service Motor Freight Co., Inc.—con- 
trol and merger—St. Louis-Nashville 
Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6188 and em- 
braced case; Jan. 5-p. 52 (P). 

Superior Fast Freight, extend operations; 
FF-56, Sub. 3; June 8-p. 63. 

— Eig - Inc.—purchase (por- 

on)—J. Bonnie oore; MC-F-6223; i 
27-p. 54 (D). _ 

Superphosphate from the south to the west; 

wir section order No. 16678; Jan. 12-p. 
). 

Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., v. Baltimore & 

— Railroad, et al.; No. 32091; Jan 12-p. 


Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., v. Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32093; 
Jan. 12-p. 52. 

Swift & Co. v. Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31875; Feb. 2-p. 
73 (P). 

Switching charges at Detroit, Mich.; I. and 
S. No. 6679; June 15-p. 42 (D). 

Switching charges—Sharp, La.; I. and S. No. 
6550; Jan. 12-p. 43. 

Synthetic fibres—Malone Freigeht Lines, 
Inc.; I. and S. M-8283; Mar. 9-p. 63 (P). 


T 


Tanks—Milwaukee, Wis., to Toledo, O.; I. 
and S. M-9112; May 25-p. 71 (D). 

Tap line case; I. & S. No. 11; Feb. 9-p. 55. 

Tennessee intrastate freight rates and 
charges; No. 31307; Mar. 30-p. 190 (P). 

Tennessee intrastate rates and charges; No. 
32123; Apr. 20-pp. 60, 70; June 29-p. 58. 

Tennessee Products & Chemical Corp. v. Ala- 
bama G.S.R. Co.; No. 30069; May 1l-p. 55; 
May 25-p. 68; (D); June 8-p. 63. 

Terre Haute Malleable & Manufacturing 
Corp. v. Chicago & North Western Rail- 
way Co., et al. No. 31971; Mar. 9-p. 62 (P). 

Texas Industrial Traffic League, et al. v. 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad 'Co., et al.; 
No. 31823; June 29-p. 58. 

Texas intrastate passenger fares; No. 32162; 
June 8-p. 70. 





18—ICC SUBJECTS 


Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., aban- 

eae: Finance No. 18920; June 29-p. 
(D). 

Texas & Pacific Motor Transport Co.—peti- 
tion for modification of key-point restric- 
tion; MC-50544; Jan. 5-p. 20. 

Thermoid Co., southern division, v. Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 30846 
and embraced cases; June 29-p. 61 (P). 

Thompson, Weiman and Co., Cartersville, 
Ga., v. Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co., 
et al.; No. 32135; Mar. 30-p. 188. 

Tidal Pipe Line Co.; Valuation No. 1288 (1955 
report); Feb. 9-p. 46 (D). 

Tide-Water Pipe Co., Limited; Valuation 
No. 1331 (1955 report); Mar. 30-p. 176 (D). 

Timms Spring Co. v. Universal Carloading & 
Distributing Co., Inc., et al.; No. 31974; 
Feb. 16-p. 66 (P). 

Tire fabric—between south and north; I. 
and S. No. 6330 and embraced case; Feb. 
9-p. 50 (D). 

Tobin Packing Co., Inc. v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; Ng. 31740 and 
embraced cases; Mar. 23-p. 49. 

Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad Co., con- 
trol; Finance No. 18991 and embraced case; 
Jan. 5-p. 53; June 15-p. 40 (D). 

Tompkins, F.H., Jr., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC-115665, Sub. 1; Feb. 16-p. 46 (D). 

Toronto Pipeline Co.; Valuation No. 1304 
(1955 report); Jan. 26-p. 39 (D). 

Traffic Floor Covering Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., 
v. Associated Transport, Inc., Charlotte, 
N.C.; No. 32146; Apr. 20-p. 70. 

Trailers on flat-cars, eastern territory; I. and 
S. No. 6214; Apr. 20-p. 73 (P). 

Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc.—control 
and merger—The Cumberland Motor Ex- 
press Corp.; MC-F-6185; Feb. 9-p. 48 (D); 
Apr. 27-p. 69 (P). 

Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., extension 
—Hudson plant; MC-10761, Sub. 63 and 
embraced cases; Apr. 20-p. 77 (P). 

Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., extension 
—OQhio; MC-10761, Sub. 56; Feb. 9-p. 47 (D). 

Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc.—purchase 
—Leonard Ragland; MC-F-6136; Feb. 9-p. 
48 (D). 

Transport, Inc., extension—Jamestown, N.D.; 
MC-101075, Sub. 27 and embraced cases; 
Mar. 16-p. 47 (D):; Apr. 20-p. 58 (D). 

Transport Service Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication; MC-115843, Sub. 1; Apr. 27-p. 
68 (P). 

Trenton Transit—c on t ro1—Trenton-Phila. 
Coach Co.; MC-F-6436; Mar. 2-p. 69 (P). 

Tri State Milling Co., Rapid City, S.D., v. 
7 Belt Line, et al.; No. 32119; Mar. 
9-p. 55. 

Tri-State Warehousing and Distributing Co., 
extension—Seneca, Ill.; MC-109397, Sub. 15; 
May 4-p. 58 (P). 

Tri-State Warehousing & Distributing Co., 
permanent authority; MC-109397, Sub. 18; 
June 29-p. 15. 

Trucks on flat car between Chicago and 
Twin Cities; I. and S. No. 4186; June 8- 
p. 65. 

Trunk Line Territory Railroads v. Growers 
Cold Storage Co., Inc., Waterport, N.Y.; 
MC-C-2107; Apr. 20-p. 71. 

Turner, George Willard, extension—TIllinois; 
MC-115357, Sub. 2; Jan. 19-p. 45 (D). 

Tuscarora Pipeline Co., Ltd.; Valuation No. 
1290 (1955 report); Feb. 2-p. 50 (D). 

Twin City-Fargo Freight, Inc.—purchase 
(portion)—Buckingham Transportation, 
Inc.; MC-F-6392; Apr. 20-p. 75 (P). 

Twin City Iron and Metal Co., Inc. v. Bal- 
timore & Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
31426; May l1l-p. 58 (D). 


Twine-Gulf ports to Kansas and Missouri; 
I. and S. 6536 and embraced cases; Apr. 
6-p. 46 (D). 


U 


Uniform Freight Classification; 
Mar. 2-p. 76. 


Uniform system of accounts for Class I 
common and contract motor carriers of 
passengers; No. 32156; Apr. 27-p. 60. 


Uniform system of accounts for Class I com- 
mon and contract motor carriers of prop- 
perty; No. 32155; Apr. 27-p. 60; May 25- 
>. 7. 

Uniform system of accounts for railroad com- 
panies; No. 32153; Apr. 20-p. 60; Apr. 27-p. 
60; June 8-p. 64. 

Union Barge Line Corporation, extension— 
Algiers Canal; W-104, Sub. 6 and embraced 
cases; Apr. 6-p. 47 (D). 

Union Chemical and Materials Corporation, 
Chicago, Ill., v. Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co., et al.; No. 32094; Jan. 
12-p. 52. 

United Motor Freight Terminal, Inc., et al. 
v. Anniston Motor Lines, Inc., and Anniston 
Motor Express, Inc.; MC-F-6473; Jan. 5- 
p. 52. 

United States Department of Defense, Wash- 
ington, D.C., v. Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Co.; No. 32183; June 15-p. 59. 


No. 28310; 


United States of America v. Atchison, Topeka 

= — Fe Railway Co.; No. 32110; Mar. 
-p. 55. 

United States of America v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co., et al.; No. 31870; Mar. 
30-p. 187. 

United States of America v. Baltimore & 
a Railroad Co.; No. 32126; Mar. 30-p. 

United States of America v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co.; No. 32137; Apr. 6-p. 58. 

United States of America v. Bangor & 
Aroostook Railroad Co.; No. 32132; Mar. 
23-p. 14; Mar. 30-p. 188. 

United States of America v. Boston & Maine 
Railroad, et al.; No. 31782; Mar. 30-p. 187. 

United States of America v. Boston & Maine 
Railroad Co.; No. 32127; Mar. 30-p. 187. 

United States of America v. Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway Co.; No. 32114; Dec. 23-p. 75. 

United States of America v. Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway Co.; No. 32151; Apr. 27-p. 68. 

United States of America v. Great Northern 
Railway Co., et al.; No. 31755; Feb. 23-p. 
81; June 29-p. 45 (D). 

United States of America v. Lehigh Valley 
Railroad Co.; No. 32143; Apr. 20-p. 70. 

United States of America v. Northern Pa- 
cific Railway Co.; No. 31933; Jan. 19-p. 44 
(D). 

United States of America v. Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co.; No. 32187; June 29-p. 60. 

United States of America v. Seaboard Air 
Line Railroad Co.; No. 32131; Mar. 23-p. 
14; Mar. 30-p. 188. ’ 

United States of America v. Western Pacific 
Railroad Co.; No. 32130; Mar. 23-p. 14; 
Mar. 30-p. 188. d 

United States of America v. Western Pacific 
Railroad Co.; No. 32152; Apr. 27-p. 68. 

United States v. Union Pacific Co.; No. 29805; 
Jan. 19-p. 16. 

United Transports, Inc. v. George Willard 
Turner, dba Turner Auto Transport; MC- 
C-2029; May 18-p. 67 (P). 

United Van Lines, Inc., pooling; MC-F-6152 
and embraced case; Apr. 6-p. 60 (P). 

Unloading and wharfage charges—Sunset 
Motor Lines; I. and S. M-8575 and em- 
braced case; Mar. 30-p. 175 (D). ; 

Upper Columbia River Towing Co., extension 
—Pasco-Kennewick, Wash.-Priest Rapids, 
Wash.; W-18, Sub. 4; May 25-p. 80. 

Utah intrastate freight rates and charges; 
No. 31484; Feb. 2-p. 66; Mar. 30-p. 178; 
May 4-p. 48. 


Vv 


Vendors Consolidated Co., Inc. v. Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad Co.; No. 31958; May 18-p. 
53 (D). 

Virginia Concrete Masonry Assn. v. Baltimore 
& O.R. Co.; No. 31116; Jan. 12-p. 40 (D). 
Virginian Railway, Co., equipment trust cer- 

tificates; Finance No. 19693; Apr. 27-p. 58. 

Volker, William, & Co. of Texas, Inc., et al. 
v. Central Railroad Co. of Pennsylvania, 
et al.; No. 31547 and embraced cases; May 
ll-p. 51 (D). 

Volker, William, & Co. of Washington, Inc., 
et al. v. Union Pacific Railroad Co., et 
al.; No. 31925; Feb. 23-p. 64 (D). 

Voss Truck Lines, Inc.—purchase—Mountain 
Truck Line, Inc.; MC-F-6280; Jan. 12-p. 
54 (P). 


Ww 


Wakefield Ready Mixed Concrete Co., Inc. v. 
Boston & Maine Railroad Co., et al.; No. 
32069; Apr. 13-p. 63 (P). 

Ward Transport, Inc.—control—Melton 
Transport Co.; MC-F-6425; Feb. 9-p. 63 (P). 

Washington Concrete Products, Inc. v. Bal- 
timore & O.R. Co.; No. 31561; Jan. 12-p. 
40 (D). 

Washington Potato & Onion Shippers As- 
sociation, Inc. v. Union Pacific Railroad 
Co., et.al.; No. 31888; June 8-p. 51 (D). 


Waterways Freight Bureau agreement and 
by-laws; section 5a application No. 10; Feb. 
9-p. 58; May 18-p. 61. 

Weaver, Charles B., Sr., et al.—control— 
Harrisburg Transfer Co.; MC-F-6343; Feb. 
23-p. 77 (P). 

Weber, Ginnane, Trucking Co., Inc., freight 
forwarder application; FF-158; Mar. 23-p. 
47; June 22-p. 54. 


Weldon, C.E. dba Argo-Collier Truck Lines 
—investigation of operations; MC-C-1897 
and embraced case; Mar. 9-p. 38 (D). 


Wells Cargo, Inc., extension—Nevada pipe- 
line points; MC-43269, Sub. 39; Mar. 9- 
p. 16. 


Wells Cargo, Inc., transportation activities 
of; MC-C-1787 and embraced case; Feb. 
9-p. 48 (D). 

West Motor Freight, Inc.—purchase (portion) 
—Pottstown Motor Freight, Inc.; MC-F- 
6443; May 18-p. 68 (P). 

Westbound commodity rates—Western 
Freight Association; I. and S. No. 6644; 
Jan, 12-p. 60; Mar. 16-p. 51. 


INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 


Westbound transcontinental forwarder rates; 
I, and S. 6642; Jan. 12-p. 60; Mar. 16-p. 5!. 

Western Auto Transports, Inc., extension-— 
Utility Rental Trailers; MC-8681, Sub. 5»; 
Feb. 23-p. 75 (P). 

Western Auto Transport, Inc.—purchase — 
Harry A. Lord; MC-F-6310; Feb. 9-p. 63 (FP), 

Western Pacific Railroad Co. v. the United 
States; No. 50393; Jan. 19-p. 14. 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation v. Chi 
cago Great Western Railway Co., et a’; 
No. 31904; Jan. 12-p. 41 (D). 

Whitehouse Trucking, Inc., Toledo, O., y. 
Commercial Carriers, Inc., Detroit, Mic! .: 
MC-C-2087; Mar. 9-p. 55. 

Whitehouse Trucking, Inc., v. Pre-F, 
Transit Co.; MC-C-1835; Apr. 20-p. 57 (I 

White, John G., certificate transfer; Finan 
No. 19398; Feb. 9-p. 65 (P); May 18-p. 


(D). 

Willis, C.G., Inc., iron-steel rights, nor’! 
to Miami; W-557, Sub. 17; Apr. 27-p. 63. 

Willis, C.G., Inc., temporary authority 
Miami; W-557, Sub. 16; May 25-p. 76. 

Willis, George, common carrier applicatio: 
MC-115816; Mar. 23-p. 39 (D). 

Wilson Line Operating Co., temporary a 
thority—Bridgeport; W-504, Sub. 34; June 
15-p. 50. 

Wilson Line Operating Co., temporary a 
thority—Mt. Vernon (4); W-504, Sub. 5:: 
Feb. 16-p. 56. 

Wilson Line Operating Co., water passenge 
rights; W-504, Sub. 35; June l1-p. 65. 
Wilson & Toomer Fertilizer Co. v. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., et a; 

No. 30430; May 1l-pp. 58 (D), 63. 

Winding Gulf Colliery Co., et al. v. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railway Co. and Virginian 
Railway Co.; No. 14831; Jan. 12-p. 44. 

Wisconsin Axle Division, Rockwell Spring & 
Axle Co., Coraopolis, Pa., v. Olson Trans- 
~?—- Co., et al.; No. 32147; Apr. 20- 
p. , 

Wisconsin Central Railroad Co., reorganiza- 
tion; Finance No. 19329; Feb. 23-p. 62 (D). 

Wolverine Pipeline Co.; Valuation No. 1377; 
Feb. 2-p. 50 (D); May 25-p. 69 (D). 

Woods, Frank E., common carrier applica- 
tion; W-1101; June 22-p. 58. 

Wooten, W.H. and J.H. Parker—purchase 
(portion)—L.L. Majure and Mrs. J.M. 
Majure; MC-6288; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P). 

Wright Motor Lines, Inc.—purchase—Stark 
& Todd, Inc.; MC-F-6371; Feb. 2-p. 72 (P). 

Wyeth Co. v. Great Northern Railway Co., 
et al.; No. 31825; Feb. 2-p. 51 (D). 

Wyoming Nebraska Pipe Line Co.; Valuation 
No. 1368 (1955 report); Apr. 6-p. 46 (D). 


¥ 


York Interstate Trucking, Inc., extension— 
Louisiana-Arkansas; MC-113779, Sub. 41; 
Mar. 16-p. 48 (D); June 8-p. 73 (P). 

York Interstate Trucking, Inc., extension— 
Luling, La.; MC-113779, Sub. 28; Mar. 16- 
p. 48 (D); June 8-p. 73 (P). 

York Interstate Trucking, Inc., extension— 
Tulsa; MC-113779, Sub. 44; June l-p. 56 


(D). 

York Interstate Trucking, Inc.—purchase 
(portion )—Chemical-Transports, Inc.; MC- 
F-6416; Jan. 19-p. 60 (P). 


Younger Brothers, Inc., extension—liquid 
wax; MC-531, Sub. 59: May 18-p. 52 (D) 


Young, Ray L., v. Modern Transfer Co.; MC- 
C-1744; Mar. 2-p. 70 (P). 


Young’s Market Co., Los Angeles, Calif., v. 
aed ae Central, et al.; No. 32177; June 
-p. a 


z 


Zechman, Kenneth K. and Harry E.—pur- 
chase (portion)—Wilbur H. Johns; MC-F- 
6293; Jan. 12-p. 54 (P). 


Zero Refrigerated Lines, extension—meat 
products from _ several packing house 
pene: MC-110098, Sub. 15; Feb. 23-p. 58 
(D). 


Subjects 


A 


Advertising matter, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 62; 
June 29-p. 49. 


Agricultural commodities exemptions: Jan. 
19-p. 16; Feb. 16-p. 48; Mar. 2-p. 18; Mar. 
9-p. 58; Apr. 6-p. 61; May 4-p. 45. 


Alabama intrastate rates: Feb. 16-p. 61; Mar. 
9-p. 44; Mar. 9-p. 44. 


Alaska-Hawaii rail rate differential: 
29-p. 45. 


Alaska rail rate case: Feb. 23-p. 81. 
Alaska traffic regulation plan: Feb. 16-p. 20. 


Alcoholic liquors, rates on: Feb. 16-p. 51; 
Apr. 6-p. 48; June l1-p. 54; June 15-p. 41; 
June 29-p. 49. 


Alcohol, rates on: Jan. 19-p. 44. 
Alumina, rates on: Feb. 16-p. 68. 


June 
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LD JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 
tes; juminum and aluminum articles, rates on: 
. 51 Mar. 2-pp. 15, 72; Mar. 16-pp. 50, 52; June 
on-— 9-p. 54. 
52; Aluminum billets, rates on: Apr. 6-p. 49; 
Tune 8-p. 66. 
se — Aluminum castings, rates on: May 25-p. 71. 
(PF). A) minum foil and sheet, rates on: June 8-p. 
ited 8. 
Aramonium chloride, rates on: June 22-p. 62. 
Chi- Almonium nitrate, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 54; 
al. an. 26-p. 40; June 29-p. 49. 
Apamonium sulphate, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 41. 
S. ? Al iumunition boxes, rates on: June 29-p. 64. 
ich .; A: hydrous ammonia, rates on: May 4-p. 62. 
A) zona intrastate rates: Mar. 9-p. 44; Mar. 
-F..b 3-p. 47. 
(>) A) <ansas intrastate rates: Feb. 2-p. 56; June 
ane 9-p. 79. 
dD. 30 As 2estos-cement products, rates on: Jan. 
6-p. 40; Feb. 2-p. 57. 
lor'h As estos wallboard, rates on: June 29-p. 64. 
+ C& A) tomobile parts, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 50; Feb. 
ity - 6-p. 68; Mar. 23-p. 62; May 18-p. 54; June 
-p. 53; June 22-p. 51. / 
tio 1; A> es for toy vehicles, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 49. 
ai- B 
June Ba ed straw, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 16. 
, Be Ba ge demurrage charges: May 25-p. 86. 
33° e ge line proceedings: Jan. 12-p. 38; Feb. 2- 
he ,. 51; Feb. 9-pp. 17, 59; Feb. 23-pp. 51, 55; 
enger liar. 9-pp. 40, 57; Mar. 16-pp. 20, 46; Mar. 
4 <3-p. 43; Mar. 30-p. 173; Apr. 6-p. 47; Apr. 
rison lj-pp. 51, 67; Apr. 27-p. 65; May 4-p. 52; 
t ai: }lay 25-p. 86; June 1-p. 64; June 15-p. 61; 
: © ane 15-p. 61; June 22-p. 47; June 29-pp. 
hesi- 51, 54, 58. 
inian Ba ge line switching charges: June 15-p. 63. 
4. Ba ley, oats and rye, water-soaked, rates on: 
‘rans- fg Barytes, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 52. 
r. 20- (Beverages, rates on: March 2-p. 71. 
Bituminous coal, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 65; Feb. 
aniza- 23-pp. 51, 68; Mar. 23-pp. 55, 60; June 15-p. 
2 (D). 65; June 22-p. 55. 
1377: Blackstrap molasses, rates on: June 8-p. 49. 
’ @Bicck signal discontinuance denied: June 
plica- 1-p. 53. 
Bocts and shoes, rates on: Jan. 26-p. 40. 
rchase Brass, bronze, and copper articles, rates on: 
J.M. Feb, 16-p. 67; Feb. 23-p..65. 
Buffing or polishing compounds, rates on: 
_Stark Mar. 23-p. 61. 
12 (P). Building materials, rates on: March 2-p. 61. 
y Co., Building, roofing and insulating materials, 
rates on: Jan. 5-p. 48. 
uation § Bus line proceedings: May 4-p. 43; June 29-p. 
D). 62. 
— Butter and cheese, rates on: May ll-p. 58; 
June 1-p. 58. 
ision— 
ib. 41; c 
Calcium chloride, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 63. 
ision— § California intrastate rates: Feb. 16-p. 56; 
ar. 16- Mar. 2-p. 66; Mar. 16-p. 51; May 1l-p. 55; 
June 15-p. 49. 
nsion— § Candy and confectionery, rates on: May 4-p. 
l-p. 56 46; June 22-p. 49. 
Can ends and tin plate, rates on: Apr. 6-p. 
urchase 48. 
= . | Canned goods, rates on: Jan. 19-p. 54; Feb. 
¥ 23-p. 76; Mar. 23-p. 44. 
liquid } Carbon electrodes, rates on: May 25-p. 20. 
. (D). Carrier liability limitation: Feb. 2-p. 79; 
- MC- Mar. 2-p. 75; June 29-p. 67. 
0.5 Cartage rate investigation proceeding: Apr. 
27-p. 65. 
alif.. v. | Cement pipe, rates on: Jan. 5-p. 52. 
7; June § Cement, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 67. 
Champagne and wine, classification of: May 
25-p. 80. 
Chenille cotton piece goods, rates on. Mar. 
E.—pur- 16-p. 52. 
5 Chestnut wood extract, rates on: June 22-p. 
- MC-F- 50 
Chromic acid, rates on: May 4-p. 46. 
n—meat §Cinders and coal ashes, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 
house 40. 
23-p. 58 @Cinders, clay or shale (haydite), rates on: 
Feb. 9-p. 49. 
Clothing, hats, and retail merchandise, rates 
on: May 1l1-p. 64. 
Coal ‘bridge routes’ case: Mar. 30-p. 174. 
Coal, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 44; Feb. 9-p. 46; 
Feb. 16-p. 61. 
ba 9, § Coffee, rates on: Jan. 5-p. 52; Apr. 6-p. 45; 
23-p. 6 May 4-p. 45. 
ns: Jan. | Commercial zone limits, ruling on: Feb. 23-p. 
18; Mar. § 5° 
5. Commission: 
61: Mar. Accounting rules, House subcommittee to 
study: Mar. 16-p. 77. 
. Admittance to practice before: Jan. 12-p. 
al: June 30; Jan. 26-p. 37; Mar. 2-p. 41; Mar. 23-p. 
33; Mar. 23-p. 33; Apr. 20-p. 50; Apr. 27-p. 
‘ 35; May 4-p. 37; May 11-p. 48; May 25-p. 
16-p. 20. 57; June 15-p. 36. 
51: Acvisory committee on truck brakes, initial 
ras rf meeting: June 8-p. 33. 





Annual report: Feb. 2-p. 21. 
Appropriation for 1958: Mar. 23-p. 17; June 


29-p. 18. 
Budget details: Mar. 16-p. 26. 












Bureau of Operating Rights, establishment 
of: Mar. 9-p. 15. 

Bureau of Traffic, renaming of Bureau of 
Rates, Tariffs, and Informal Cases to: 
Mar. 23-p. 20. 

Employe awards: Jan. 5-p. 12. 

=a to “Transport Economics’: Jan. 26-p. 


Jurisdictional question: Mar. 30-p. 171. 

Legislative proposals, Senate hearing on: 
Mar. 9-p. 21; June 1-p. 50. 

Motor carrier applications, error in pub- 
lishing: Feb. 16-p. 46. 

National defense executive reserve unit, 
meeting: Apr. 20-p. 49; May 25-p. 28. 

a mene minutes, changes in: Feb. 9-p. 


Personnel changes, appointments, retire- 
ments, etc.: Jan. 26-p. 32; Feb. 2-p. 39; 
Feb. 9-pp. 43, 45; Feb. 23-p. 48; Mar. 
9-pp. 15, 32; Mar. 16-p. 28; Apr. 27-p. 40; 
May 25-p. 76; June 22-p. 54. 

Powers, to suspend tariff schedules: Jan. 
5-p. 49; to make brake rules: Jan. 19-p. 
39; as to certain preferential rates: Mar. 
2-p. 32; over motor carrier rights: Mar. 
9-p. 72; delegation of defense mobiliza- 
tion function to Maritime Administrator: 
Apr. 27-p. 60. 

Regulation study by W.C. White: May 18-p. 
33 


Reports, study of dropping ‘proposed’ and 
recommended: Mar. 23-p. 32. 

Rules, procedures, adopted, proposed, etc.: 
Feb. 23-p. 69; Mar. 2-p. 60; Mar. 9-p. 24; 
May 18-p. 59; May 25-p. 57; June 1-p. 60; 
June 15-p. 49. 

Safety activities: Jan. 12-p. 43; Feb. 9-p. 35; 
Mar. 30-pp. 174, 179; June 23-p. 44. 

Transport Economics and Statistics Bu- 
reau, transferring of motor carrier proc- 
essing reports to: June 22-p. 54. 

Commutation fares: Mar. 2-p. 65; Mar. 9-pp. 
39, 40; Mar. 16-pp. 28, 50; Mar. 30-pp. 151, 
178; Apr. 6-p. 55; Apr. 13-p. 50; June 22-p. 
21. 

Confectionery, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 63; Apr. 
20-p. 77. 

‘Consolidated rendering’ case: Apr. 6-p. 43; 
Apr. 20-p. 66; Apr. 27-p. 20. 

Contract carriers by motor vehicle, transpor- 
tation of government freight by: May 25 
p. 76. 

Corn products, rates on: May 18-p. 69. 

Cotton piece goods, rates on: June 1-p. 58. 

Cotton, rates on: Jan. 26-p. 46; May 25-p. 83. 

Crude asbestos and asbestos fiber, rates on: 
June 29-p. 61. 

Crude barytes ore, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 41. 

Crude oil concentrate, rates on: June 22-p. 
49 


Crude sulphur, rates on: May 18-p. 51; June 
15-p. 45. 

Crude tall oil, rates on: June 22-p. 54. 

Curtain poles or rods, metal, rates on: Feb. 
23-p. 78. 


Dairy products, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 52. 

Demurrage charges: Jan. 12-pp. 40, 41; Feb. 
2-pp. 45, 77; Feb. 9-pp. 29, 54; Feb. 23-p. 
80; Mar. 9-p. 24; Mar. 16-p. 65; Apr. 6-p. 
51; Apr. 13-p. 50; Apr. 20-p. 53; May 4-pp. 
17, 65; May 25-p. 45; June 15-p. 23. 

Dimethyl phthalate, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 49. 

Dishwashing machines, rates on: Feb. 23-p. 
61 


Dockage charges: Feb. 9-p. 17. 


Eggs, shell, damage tolerance, court ruling 
on: June 15-p. 64. 

Electrical appliances, rates on. Mar. 9-p. 63. 

Electrical equipment, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 51. 

Electrical or electronic glass bulbs or tubes, 
rates on: March 2-p. 71. 


Electrodes, rates on: Apr. 27-p. 21. 


Engine driving gear or steering gear parts, 
rates on: Apr. 27-p. 59. 


Ethyl alcohol, rates on: May 11-p. 58. 


Ex Parte MC-6, Philadelphia, Pa., Commercial 
Zone: June 1-p. 67. 


Ex Parte MC-19, Practices of Motor Common 
Carriers of Household Goods: Apr. 20-p. 54; 
June 22-p. 54. 


Ex Parte No. MC-37, Commercial Zones and 
Terminal Areas (Bonner Springs, Kan., 
Commercial Zone): Feb. 23-p. 59. 


Ex Parte MC-37, Commercial Zones and Ter- 
minal Areas (Memphis, Tenn., Commercial 
Zone): May 4-p. 44. 

Ex Parte MC-40, Qualifications and Maxi- 
mum Hours of Service of Employes of 
Motor Carriers and Safety of Operation and 
Equipment—Part 198—Transportation of 
Migrant Farm Workers by Motor Vehicle: 
Apr. 6-p. 50; Apr. 20-p. 57; June 22-p. 45. 

Ex Parte MC-43, Lease and Interchange of 
Vehicles by Motor Carriers: Feb. 2-pp. 54, 
57; Feb. 9-pp. 20, 55; Feb. 23-p. 69; Mar. 30- 
p. 183; Apr. 6-p. 51; May 18-p. 59; June 15- 
p. 48. 


ICC SUBJECTS—19 








Ex Parte MC-48, Determination of Jurisdic- 
tion Over Transportation of Petroleum 
and Petroleum Products by Motor Carriers 
Within a Single State: Mar. 30-p. 171. 

Ex Parte MC-49, Released Rate Rules, Na- 
tional Motor Freight Classification: Feb. 
2-p. 79; Mar. 2-p. 75; June 29-p. 67. 

Ex Parte No. 55, General Rules of Practice: 
Jan. 26-p. 28; June 1-p. 60; June 29-p. 54. 

Ex Parte 175, Increased Freight rates, 1951: 
Jan. 26-p. 46; Feb. 2-pp. 66, 67. 

Ex Parte 179, Rules and Instructions for In- 
spection and Testing of Multiple Unit 
Equipment, New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad Co.: Mar. 23-p. 44. 

Ex Parte 196, Increased Freight rates, 1956: 
Jan. 26-p. 46; Feb. 2-p. 67. 

Ex Parte 197, Consolidated Freight Classifi- 
cation, Uniform Freight Classification: Feb. 
2-p. 79; Mar. 2-p. 75. 

Ex Parte 205, Motor Carrier Freight Com- 
modity Statistics: Jan. 19-p. 41. 

Ex Parte 206, Increased Freight Rates, East- 
ern and Western Territories—1956: Jan. 5- 
pp. 43, 47; Jan. 12-pp. 17, 20, 24, 26, 33, 43, 
49; Jan. 19-pp. 16, 23, 55; Jan. 26-pp. 17, 
18, 42, 46, 49, 50; Feb. 2-pp. 15, 56, 64, 76; 
Feb. 9-pp. 18, 23, 27, 71, 88: Feb. 16-pp. 22, 
25, 55, 56, 69; Feb. 23-pp. 53, 66, 82; March 
2-pp. 64, 65, 77; Mar. 9-pp. 16, 50; Mar. 16- 
Pp. 66, 68; Mar. 23-pp. 13, 15, 46: Mar. 30- 
Pp. 23, 27, 168, 178, 195; Apr. 6-pp. 18, ai, 
51, 63; Apr. 13-pp. 20, 25, 89; Apr. 20-pp. 
21, 30, 31; Apr. 27-p. 29; May 4-p. 65; May 
1l-pp. 17, 25, 71; May 18-pp. 73, 74; May 
25-p. 29; June 1-pp. 15, 53, 63: June 8-pp. 
17, 23, 27; June 15-pp. 49, 68. 

Ex Parte 207, Increased Fares in Western 
Territory, 1956: Jan. 5-pp. 38, 49. 

Ex Parte 209, Accident on the New York 
Central Railroad Co. near Ripley, N.Y.: 

ered.,16-. 56; May 4-p. 43. Z 

Sives, rules, regulations, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 
56; Feb. 9-p. 55; Apr. 6-p. 51; Apr. 20-p. él: 
May 25-p. 76; June 8-p. 58 , 


F 


Farm wagons, rates on: Mar. 16- 64 
Fertilizer and materials rate E ; - 
as: ‘May aa) » Tates on: Apr. 6-p. 
erboard or pulpboard, rat : - 
: May a es on: Feb. 9-p. 
Flavoring syrup, rates on: May ll-p. 59. 
ro ae Coast Ry., reorganization: Feb. 
Foam rubber pads, rates on: June 8- 
| ren and — rates on: Feb. By 
uffs, canned or prese c 5 
under: Mar. 9-p. 38. . a 
Freight forwarder proceedings: Jan. 5-p. 43; 
Jan. 12-pp. 37, 43, 44, 60; Jan. 26-p. 46; Feb. 
2-p. 58; Feb. 16-pp. 57, 66; Mar. 2-pp. 61, 
77; Mar. 9-p. 18; Mar. 16-p. 51; Mar. 23-p. 
47; Mar. 30-p. 197; Apr. 6-p. 50: Apr. 20-p. 
67; Apr. 27-pp. 52, 59, 64, 65; May 4-p. 57; 
ll oat be er | yatta May 25-pp. 70, 
, -pp. , , 3; oe ° 
pone 22-pp. 50, 54. satinanecn 
reight forwarder rates: Jan. 5-p. 43: Feb. 9- 
P. 23; May 11-p. 64; May 25-p. 72; May 25-p. 


Freight forwarders, filing in E 
206 case: Feb. 2-p. 56. wanes 
— cca ‘trading stamp’ plan: May 
-p. , 
Fresh meats and packinghouse rod 
rates on: Mar. 23-p. 59. . 4 a 
Fresh meats, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 49; Apr. 27- 
. 65; May 4-p. 49; June 8-p. 65; June 22-p. 


Frit (glazing compound), rates on: Jan. 5-p. 


Frozen fruits, vegetables, juices and con- 
centrates, rates on: Feb. 16-p. 68. 
Fuel oil, rates on: April 27-p. 69. 


G 


Gases, compressed, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 48. 
Gasoline, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 60. 

General commodities, rates on: May 18-p. 69. 
Glass bottles, imported, rates on: Jan. 19-, 


p. 47. 

Glass pellets, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 72; June 
15-p. 46. 

Glassware, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 71. 

Grain, inspection proposal by N.P. Ry. at- 
tacked: Jan. 12-pp. 58, 69. 

Grain, inspection of at Jamestown, N.D.: 
March 2-p. 69. 

Grain, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 71; Feb. 23-p. 72; 
Mar. 2-p. 61; Apr. 13-p. 53; Apr. 27-pp. 41, 
= — 4-pp. 17, 61; May 18-p. 69; June 

-p. 56. 
Grain rules, vote not to suspend: Jan. 5- 


p. 42. 
Grain, southern rate case: Mar. 23-p. 45. 


Great Lakes water carriers rate increase: 
Feb. 16-p. 56 


‘Groceries’ category: Jan. 12-p. 59. 


Groceries, foodstuffs, etc., rates on: June 
29-p. 48. 


Ground clay, rates on: June 22-p. 50. 
Ground cork, rates on: June 15-p. 65. 
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a and wire goods, rates on: Apr. 20- 

p. 58. 

Hearing examiner requirement in modified 
procedure cases, petition for reopening: 
June 29-p. 58. 

Hides, green salted, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 46. 

Holiday decorations, rates on: May 18-p. 54. 

‘Hot cargo’ motor carrier contracts: Feb. 
9-p. 69; Feb. 16-pp. 22, 33, 42; Apr. 13-p. 
60; June 8-p. 62; June 22-p. 64; June 29- 

59 


p. 3 

Household goods carriers, new rules for: Apr. 
20-p. 54. 

Household goods carriers, petition for Bul- 
winkle act declaratory order: Apr. 13-p. 
91; proceedings: Mar. 9-p. 55; May 1l-p. 53. 

Household goods, rates on: June 22-p. 46. 

Household laundry machines, rates on: Feb. 
23-p. 61; June 8-p. 55. 


Indiana intrastate coal rates: Feb. 23-p. 73; 
Mar. 23-p. 60; Apr. 6-p. 51. 

Instant coffee, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 37. 

Illinois intrastate fares: Mar. 9-p. 39; rates: 
June 22-p. 54. 

Internal combustion engines, rates on: June 
8-p. 53. 

—— and steel articles, rates on: Feb. 2-p. 
72; Feb. 9-p. 55; Feb. 23-p. 67; Mar. 9-p. 
39; Mar. 23-p. 62; Mar. 30-pp. 27, 176; Apr. 
6-pp. 50, 58; May 4-pp. 43, 49; May 25-p. 
75; June 1-p. 64; June 8-p. 54; June 29- 

63 


p. : 

Iron castings, rough, rates on: June 8-p. 75. 

Iron, imported ground or powdered, rates 
on: Feb. 2-p. 73. 

Iron ore (imported), rates on: Feb. 23-p. 
69: Mar. 30-p. 184; Apr. 6-pp. 18, 46; Apr. 
13-p. 55. 

Iron or steel skelp, rates on: May 4-p. 59. 

Insulating material, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 40. 

Insurance rules changes: Mar. 30-p. 179. 


K 


Kansas intrastate rates: Feb. 2-p. 67; Mar. 
23-p. 48. 


L 


Lacquer thinning, rates on: May 25-p. 72. 

‘Lake cargo’ coal rates: Feb. 9-p. 46; Mar. 
2-p. 15; Mar. 16p. 53; Mar. 23-p. 47; June 
15-p. 49. 

Lamp black, rates on: May 4-p. 46. 

Lead concentrates, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 40. 

Lignite coal, rates on: June 15-p. 56. 

Limestone, crushed, rates on: Mar. 30-p. 190. 

Linoleum and other floor coverings, rates 
on: May 11-pp. 51, 54. 

Liquefied chlorine gas, May 4- 
p. 60. 

Liquefied petroleum gas, rates on: Jan. 5- 
» 30. 

Liquid asphalt, rates on: March 2-p. 59. 

Liquid caustic soda, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 41. 

Liquid chemicals, inclusions under: Feb. 16- 
. 49. 

Liquid dairy wax, definition of: May 18-p. 


rates on: 


52. 

Liquid petroleum, exemption of asked by 
Coastwise Line: Mar. 9-p. 50. 
Liquor, rates on: Mar. 16-p. 50; Apr. 20- 

p. 59. 
Locomotive inspection 
Mar. 23-p. 47. 
Louisiana intrastate rates: Mar. 30-p. 183; 
Apr. 13-p. 55; fares: Mar. 30-p. 183. 
Lumber and logs, rates on: May 1l-p. 61; 
May 25-p. 72. 


rule investigation: 


M 


Machine or machine parts, automobile parts, 
N.O.I., etc., rates on: June 29-p. 49. 

Machinery, inclusions under: Feb. 16-p. 49. 

Machinery or machines, rates on: Mar. 23- 
Pp. 63. 

Magnesium metal and alloy, rates on: Mar. 
16-p. 

Malt beverages, 
May 4-p. 46. 


Memphis, Tenn., commercial zone addition: 
May 4-p. 44. 


Metal bottle caps, rates on: June l1-p. 57. 
Migrant worker rules: Apr. 6-p. 50. 
Mineral wool, rates on: March 2-p. 71. 
Minnesota intrastate rates: May lli-p. 54. 
Mixed merchandise, rates on: May 18-p. 53. 
Molasses, definition of: Jan. 26-p. 54. 


Montana intrastate rates: Mar. 9-p. 43; Mar. 
30-p. 178; May l1l-p. 61. 

Mortar cement, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 44. 

Motor carrier accidents: May 4-p. 42; May 
25-p. 67; June 8-p. 52. 

ee carrier accounting circular: Apr. 6- 
p. 

Motor carrier accounting regulations: Jan. 
5-p. 42; Feb. 9-p. 20; Mar. 23-p. 17; Apr. 
27-p. 60; May 25-p. 75. 


rates on: Mar. 2-p. 72; 


_—— se allowance to shipper: 

-p. f 

Motor carrier assembling and distributing 
rates: Feb. 23-pp. 60, 78: May 18-p. 67; 
June 29-p. 49. 

Motor carrier broker agencies, investigation 
of: Apr. 20-p. 59. 

Motor carrier class rates: Jan. 19-p. 47; Mar. 
23-pp. 46, 48; Mar. 30-pp. 183, 188; Apr. 
27-pp. 58, 61; May 4-p. 57; June 1-p. 68. 

Motor carrier complaint cases: Jan. 12-pp. 
39, 55; Jan. 19-p. 61; Feb. 2-pp. 70, 72; 
Feb. 9-pp. 49, 66, 69; Feb. 16-pp. 33, 66; 
Mar. 2-pp. 1, 18, 70; Mar. 9-pp. 59, 61; 
Mar. 23-pp. 41, 59; Mar. 30-pp. 173, 188; 
Apr. 13-p. 60; Apr. 20-pp. 24, 57, 59, 60, 75; 
Apr. 27-p. 69; May 4-p. 40; May 1l-pp. 51, 
70; May 18-pp. 67, 69; June 1-p. 67; June 
8-pp. 50, 64, 73, 75; Jume 22-pp. 48, 50; 
June 29-pp. 45, 48, 62. 

Motor carrier complaints, change in docket 
number designation system: Apr. 13-p. 60. 

Motor carrier commodity rates: Feb. 23-p. 
65; Mar. 2-p. 15; Mar. 9-p. 42; Mar. 23-pp. 
48, 62; Apr. 6-p. 52; Apr. 27-p. 61; May 
1l-p. 65; May 25-pp. 72, 80; June 15-p. 18; 
June 29-p. 54. 

Motor carrier detention charges: May 18- 
p. 60. 

Motor carrier direct-route vs. 
route rates: Mar. 30-p. 173. 
Motor carrier enforcement proceedings: Feb. 

9-p. 78. 

Motor carrier finance proceedings: Jan. 5- 
p. 52; Jan. 26-pp. 38, 39; Apr. 13-pp. 51, 
105. 

Motor carrier ‘flag out’ rate cases: Mar. 16- 
p. 20; Mar. 30-p. 182. 

Motor carrier general rate increases: Feb. 
2-p. 65; Feb. 16-p. 56; Feb. 23-p. 20; Mar. 
2-pp. 16, 18, 61; Mar. 16-p. 30; Mar. 23- 
pp. 13, 47; Apr. 6-p. 51; Apr. 13-p. 54; 
Apr. 20-p. 66; Apr. 27-p. 22; May ll-p. 
65; May 18-p. 60; June 15-p. 67. 

Motor carrier ‘grandfather clause’ proceed- 
ings: Jan. 19-p. 60; Apr. 27-p. 55. 

Motor carrier insurance: Feb. 2-p. 57. 

me carrier intermediate point rules: Mar. 

3-p. 39. 

Motor carrier investigation of operations: 
Jan. 5-p. 43; Feb. 9-pp. 48, 55; Mar. 2-p. 
61; Mar. 9-p. 38; Mar. 30-p. 191; Apr. 13-p. 
63; Apr. 27-pp. 53, 59; May 4-p. 58. 

Motor carrier ‘key point’ restrictions: Jan. 
19-p. 45; Mar. 9-p. 63. 

Motor carrier leasing: Feb. 2-pp. 54, 57; 
Feb. 9-pp. 20, 55; Mar. 30-p. 183; Apr. 6-p. 
51; Apr. 27-pp. 53, 59; May 18-p. 59; June 
15-p. 48. 

Motor carrier merger proceedings: Jan. 12- 
pp. 42, 53; Jan. 26-p. 53; Feb. 9-p. 63; 
Mar. 23-pp. 41, 42; Mar. 30-pp. 160, 190; 
Apr. 20-pp. 49, 74; Apr. 27-p. 69; May 4-p. 
62; May 1l-p. 69; June 15-p. 20. 

Motor carrier minimum rates and charges: 
Feb. 2-p. 42; Mar. 30-pp. 27, 188; May 18-p. 
18; June 8-p. 54. 

Motor carrier mixed shipment rule: 
15-p. 55; June 29-p. 54. 


Motor carrier operating authority: Jan. 5- 
p. 20; Jan. 12-pp. 37, 48; Jan. 19-pp. 41, 
45, 59, 60, 61; Jan. 26-pp. 38, 39, 50, 53, 
54: Feb. 2-pp. 47, 49, 50; Feb. 9-pp. 63, 64; 
Feb. 16-pp. 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 60, 65, 
67; Feb. 23-pp. 53, 58, 63, 75, 76, 77; Mar. 
2-pp. 55, 58, 59, 70; Mar. 9-pp. 16, 37, 41, 
42, 58, 60; Mar. 16-pp. 45, 56, 47, 58, 57, 
61; Mar. 23-pp. 39, 40, 42, 43, 55, 60, 61; 
Mar. 30-p. 191; Apr. 6-pp. 43, 61; Apr. 13- 
pp. 62, 96; Apr. 20-pp. 25, 56, 57, 58, 73, 
75, 76, 77; Apr. 27-pp. 53, 55, 68; May 4- 
pp. 58, 62; May 11-pp. 53, 69; May 18-pp. 
49, 52, 67, 68; May 25-p. 70; June 1-pp. 
55, 56: June 8-pp. 52, 62, 72, 73, 74; June 
15-p. 43; June 22-pp. 49, 62, 64; June 29- 
pp. 15, 45, 47, 48, 49, 59. 

Motor carrier operating rights hearing rules: 
May 25-p. 57. 

Motor carrier ‘out of service’ 
I.C.C. employes: Mar. 30-p. 179. 


Motor carrier pickup and delivery: Jan. 12- 
p. 39; Feb. 16-pp. 22, 42; May 18-p. 71; May 
25-p. 88. 


Motor carrier pooling: Mar. 9-p. 55; Mar. 
30-p. 176; Apr. 6-p. 60; June 22-p. 49. 

Motor carrier protective service charges: Feb. 
9-p. 55. 


Motor carrier purchase and control: Jan. 
5-pp. 47, 52; Jan. 12-pp. 38, 42, 53, 54; Feb. 
2-pp. 17, 18, 47, 72; Feb. 9-p. 63; Feb. 16- 
p. 66; Feb. 23-pp. 63, 77; Mar. 2-pp. 49, 
61, 69; Mar. 9-pp. 55, 62; Mar. 16-pp. 58, 
63; Mar. 23-pp. 42, 61; Mar. 30-p. 191; Apr. 
6-p. 61; Apr. 13-p. 63; Apr. 20-pp. 30, 37, 
73, 74; Apr. 27-pp. 54, 55, 56, 65, 69; May 4- 
p. 62; May 11-p. 69; May 18-p. 68; May 25- 
p. 84; June 1-p. 67; June 8-pp. 72, 74. 

Motor carrier regional rate increases: May 
25-p. 76 


Motor carrier regulation studies by Senate 
small business committee: Feb. 16-p. 29. 


Motor carrier rental agencies, investigation 
of: Apr. 20-p. 59. 


May 


circuitous- 


June 


notices by 


INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 


— 


Motor carrier reports: Jan. 5-p. 42; Jan. 19. 
p. 41; May 18-p. 59; June 22-p. 53. 

Motor carrier revocation of operating av. 
thority proceedings: Jan. 12-p. 59; Feb 2. 
Pp. 57; Mar. 16-p. 52; Mar. 30-p. 190; Apr, 
6-p. 59; Apr. 20-p. 77; June 1-p. 67; 
June 15-pp. 41, 45. 

a route deviation: Mar. 2-pp, 

Motor carrier routing orders: Feb. 2-p. 58, 

Motor carrier safety: Feb. 2-p. 43; Feb. 9. 
p. 35; Apr. 20-p. 57; June 22-p. 44. 

Motor carrier stop-off charges: Mar. 2-p. 72. 

ee ur Suspension proceedings: Apr, 

-p. ‘ 

Motor carrier trailer allowance probe pro- 
posal: May 1l-p. 66. 

Motor carrier uncontested control applica- 
ee new procedure by I.C.C.: Apr. 13- 
Dp. ; 

Motor carrier unloading charges: Mar. 30- 


Motor vehicles, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 65. 
Muriatic acid, rates on: May 25-p. 71. 


‘Napalm bomb’ case, I.C.C. ruling in soucht 
by court: Mar. 23-p. 14. 

National Coal Association, motion filed in 
Ex Parte No. 206: Jan. 19-p. 16. 

Newsprint paper, rates on: Mar. 16-p. 17; 
May 4-p. 49; May 11-p. 60; May 18-p. 52. 

North Carolina intrastate rates: June 15- 


p. 50. 
Notice to public, responsibility of applicant 


in ape operating right case: Jan. 12- 
Pp. Ji. 


oO 


‘Ogden gateway’ case: Jan. 12-p. 44. 

Ohio intrastate rates: Mar. 9-p. 43, 

Oil exemption: June 29-p. 47. 

Oilfield equipment, etc., rates on: Mar. 23- 
Pp. 15; May 4-p. 40. 

Onions, rates on: June 8-p. 51. 

Out of service’ notices, Commission em- 
ployees authorized to issue: Jan. 12-p. 43. 


P 


Paint and paint materials, rates on: Feb. 16- 
p. 68; Mar. 23-p. 62. 

— wood, classification of: June 29- 
p. c ‘ 

Paper and paper articles, rates on: Apr. 27- 
pp. 58, 59. 

a and scrap metals, rates on: May 

-p. 71. 

Paper boxes, rates on: March 2-p. 59. 

— routing of: Feb. 2-p. 58; Mar. 30-p. 
io. 

Paper wrappers, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 49. 

——. post rates: Apr. 27-p. 64; June 1- 
p. 4 

ae distillate fuel oil, rates on: March 
-p. * 

Petroleum naphtha, rates on: May 4-p. 59. 

Petroleum and petroleum products, rates on: 
Feb. 2-pp. 49, 66; Feb. 23-p. 68; Mar. 30- 
p. 178; May 25-p. 17. 

Phonograph records, rates on: May 18-p. 53. 

Phosphate rock, rates on: Jan. 19-p. 46; Feb. 
9-p. 61; Apr. 27-p. 60; June 1-p. 58. 

Phosphate rock, routing of: June 1-p. 17; 
June 15-p. 43. 

Phosphorous, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 44. 

Photo supplies and machinery, rates on: 
Mar. 2-p. 72. 

Phtalic anhydride acid, rates on: Jan. 26- 
p. 54; May 25-p. 72. 

Pickup and delivery charges, services, etc.: 
Feb. 9-p. 17; Mar. 3-p. 50; Mar. 9-pp. 15, 59. 

Pickup and delivery (C.&N.W. RR case): 
"he 51; Mar. 16-pp. 17, 57; Mar. 30- 
p. 178. 

oe = delivery rules, revision of: Apr. 
-p. ‘ 

Pickup and delivery service, exemption of at 
air terminals: Feb. 23-p. 61. 


‘Piggyback’ service rates: Jan. 19-p. 60; Feb. | 
Mar. 9-pp. 15, 44, 87; Mar. 23- | 


23-p. 31; 
p. 29; Mar. 30-p. 153; Apr. 6-pp. 33, 45; 
Apr. 20-pp. 53, 73; Apr. 27-p. 38; May 25- 
p. 80; June 1-p. 15; June 8-p. 65; June 22- 
p. 54; June 29-pp. 28, 29. 

Pig iron, rates on: Jan. 19-p. 49. 

Pipe and fittings, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 

Pipe fittings, N.O.I., iron and steel, 
on: May 25-p. 71. 

Pipeline depreciation rates: Feb. 2-p. 58; 
Mar. 9-p. 45; Mar. 30-p. 179. 


rae proceedings: Mar. 9-p. 16; June 29- 

D. 25. 

Pipeline purchase and merger: Feb. 9-p. 39; 
May 25-p. 59. 


Pipeline valuations: Jan. 26-p. 39; Feb. 2- 
p. 50; Feb. 9-pp. 46, 49; Feb. 16-p. 49; Feb. 
23-p. 60; Mar. 2-p. 58; Mar. 16-pp. 17, 48; 
Mar. 23-p. 41; Mar. 30-p. 176; Apr. 6-p. 46; 
Apr. 13-p. 49; Apr. 27-p. 56; May 18-p. 51; 
May 25-p. 69; June 15-p. 42; June 22-p. 46. 

Pipe, wrought iron or. steel, rates on: Feb. 
16-p. 47; Mar. 23-p. 43. 


rates 
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an. 19. @ Fiaster and plasterboard, rates on: Jan. Rail-owned motor carrier service, operating Missouri-Kansas-Texas (Finance No. 19503): 
26-p. 43; Feb. 2-p. 73. rights: Jan. 12-p. 48; Jan. 20-p. 54; Feb. June 22-p. 51. 
ne au-@ Plastic powders, ‘piggyback’ rate on: Jan. 9-p. 64; Feb. 16-p. 60; Mar. 9-pp. 51, 61; Missouri Pacific (Finance No. 19720): Apr. 
Feb 2. 19-p. 60. Mar. 16-p. 58; Mar. 23-pp. 43, 55; Mar. 13-p. 90; (Finance No. 19795): June 15- 
0; Ap. a. ne 30-p. 197; Apr. 27-p. 65; May 4-p. 43; May p. 46; (Finance No. 19798): June 15-p. 
D. 67: Port Rates: 1l-p. 69; May 18-p. 72; June 8-p. 66; June 46; (Finance No. 19809): June 22-p. 52; 
Eastern ports: June 8-p. 58. 22-p. 49; June 29-p. 63. (Finance No. 19811): June 29-p. 50. 
2-Dpp. North Atlantic equalization case: Mar. 9- Rail passenger deficit: Jan. 26-p. 32; Apr. New York Central (Finance No. 19509): 
p. 44; Mar. 23-p. 54; June 29-p. 72. 13-p. 68; June 22-pp. 21, 27; June 29- Jan. 5-p. 39; Mar. 16-p. 51; (Ferry) (Fi- 
-p. 58. Port rates: Great Lakes ports: June 8-p. p. 68. nance No. 18781): May 25-p. 69. 
Feb. 9. 20; June 22-p. 41. Rail passenger fares, increases, etc.: Jan. Pennsylvania (Finance No. 19612): Jan. 5- 
4 Gulf ports: June 8-p. 49; June 29-p. 63. 5-pp. 38, 49; Jan. 12-pp. 44, 49, 50; Jan. 


; p. 39; (Finance No. 17037): . 23- : 
2-p. 72.8 Potash and cotton burr ashes, rates on: ): Feb. 23-p. 64; 


May 1l-p. 63 Leg = —_ Rg os: a = (rinses No. 19670): Feb. 23-p. 64; Apr. 
S: Apr, ay ll-p. 63. eb. 23-p. 68; Mar. 16-p. 52; Apr. 27-p. 65; -p. 49; (Finance No. 19 : s 
}otash and manure salts, rates on: May May lil-p. 49; June 15-p. 50. p. 52. 695): June 22 
e Pro- ll-p. 58. : . 26-p. 61; Mar. 16-p. 42. Pittsburgh & Western (Finance No. : 
Potash and mineral salts, rates on: May 11- a ad i — ened Feb pot 60: Apr. 13-p. 49; June AL 53. 19717): 
pplica- p. 55. Banyo alae Reading (Finance No. 19572): Feb. 2-p. 
pr. 13- § Fotash or phosphate rock, rates on: May ay 4-p. 48; June 8-p. 73. 52; (Finance No. 19697): Mar. 23-p. 44: 
25-p. 67. Rail purchase and control proceedings: Jan. May 18-p. 54; (Finance No. 19709): Mar. 
far. 30- § Eotassium phosphate, rates on: March 2- 5-pp. 17, 53; Jan. 12-p. 35; Jan. 19-p. 43; 30-p. 177; June 1-p. 58. : 
p. 72. Jan. 26-p. 43; Feb. 2-p. 66; Feb. 23-pp. 59, (City of) Rochester Subway (Finance No 
55. Fotatoes (other than sweet), rates on: June 73; Mar. 16-p. 52; June 1-p. 33; June 15- 19655): Feb. 9-p. 50; Apr. 6-p. 49. 
1. 8-p. 51. pp. 40, 56, 60. Sacramento Northern (Finance No. 19521): 
co. a 7 an “> eo g2, Rail released rates: June 8-p. 58. ont 18-p. 54. 
F efabricated houses, : . 9-p. 62. : ¥ : . . Francois County (Fi : 
P-inting and wrapping paper, rates on: May Rail yg og og “>. Ee a = ft June 29-p. 50. y (Finance No. 19815): 
sousht 18-p. 70. yp. 68: June 15-5) 43. 50 ~ Seaboard Air Line (Finance No. 19644): 
P-inting paper and pulpboard, rates on: “Pp. 66; PP. 45, ov. ' Feb. 2-p. 52; Mar. 23-p. 44. ° 
filed in March 2-p. 62. Rail reparation proceedings: Feb. 23-p. 64; Southern San Luis Valley (Finance No 
Pullman fare increase: Jan. 5-p. 43. Mar. 2-p. 16; Mar. 9-p. 58; Apr. 6-p. 61; 19745): May 4-p. 46. . 
- 17; P upwood, rates on: Jan. 26-p. 46; May 11- May 25-p. 65; June 29-p. 61. Texas & New Orleans (Finance No. 19222): 
.. “is. p. 55. Rail reports, forms: Feb. 2-p. 56. Jan. 26-p. 40; Apr. 27-p. 56; (Finance 
R Rail rerouting orders: See Taylor’s I.C.C. Watens (ie 20-D. “7. 
plicant iia a ‘ — - Orders. =. ae e No. 701): Mar, 23- 
an. 12- Ridioactive materials, ransportation ; ° ° 
June 29-p. 15. Railroad Abandonments: "i tee Srp ten ten nh eee. 174, 
Rail egeniente my F eee reports: Jan. Arcade & Attica (Finance No. 19672): Mar. D 43 : p. > May 18-p. 49; June 15- 
5-p. 42; May 4-p. 43. 2-p. 59; Apr. 27-p. 57. “es F 
F ~ gy Sg oe a Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe (Finance No. ne te cer mg = te > 
of: Apr. lo-p. 60, . 20-p. OU; - 19660): Feb. 16-p. 51. : gage oe . 
ing: — ae bag 78; AAR. Baltimore & Ohio (Finance Ho. 19611): “ia Pg — a 1l-p. $5: 
supports revision: =p. 02. Jan. 5-p. 39; (Finance No. : Feb. ee - of. 
Mar. 23- pail allowances on trailers: Jan. 19-p. 39. 9-p. $0. (Finance No. 19717): Apr. 13-p. ae a a Pb reg sorvines, ete.: Jan. 
Rail car cleaning charges: Feb. 23-p. 62. 49: June 8-p. 53; (Finance No. 19793): og po og 2 < ee -p. 58; Apr. 
- on Riil class rates: Feb. 23-pp. 43, 81; May 11- June 15-p. 46. Rail ayatems pdr bn Aen 1. ee 
: p. 55; June 1-p. 63. Batlimore & Philadelphia (Finance No. PY » changes: Feb, 23- 
L2-p. 43. Rail classification hearings: June 22-p. 44. 19611): Jan. 5-p. 39; Mar. 30-p. 177. Pp. aon 
Rail commodity rates: Feb. 9-p. 55; Feb. Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh (Finance | Rail tap line case: Feb. 9-p. 55. 
23-p. 81; May 4-p. 44. No. 19582): Feb. 9-p. 50. Rail through rates: May 25-p. 85; June 1- 
Feb. 16- Rail complain’ he ‘_ a *, * Butte, Anaconda & Pacific seenliway pp. 53, 60. 
Jan. 12-pp. 40, 41; Jan. <6-pp. 40, 20, 40, (Finance No. 19598): Feb. 9-p. 50. f 
une YD, SoMa Bebe serppe ar sn doves; © ORMOMRIR, ATgame, Santa Po (Finance gp 1st Wen. o-p. Set Mar op. 88; ADE 
9-pp. 49, 00, bo; - 10-pp. 2/, 91, 00, Go, No. 19660): Feb. 16-p. ; y a gg , eer . , . 
Apr. 21- Feb. 23-pp. 51, 55, 62, 64, 67, 72; March Central of New Jersey (Finance No. 19440): ences 47; June 1-pp. 57, 60; June 8-p. 54. 
2-pp. 16, 55, 59, 61; Mar. 9-pp. 24, 37, 39, June 8-p. 53. ailway Express Agency proceeding: June 15- 
on: May 58, 61; Mar. 16-pp. 42, 50, 52, 64; Mar. 23-pp. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy (Finance p. 17. 
, 14, 43, 44, 45, 46, 49, 55, 61; Mar. 30-pp. No. 19495): June 22-p. 51. Railway express rates, charges and services: 
2. 170, , a a. “Je. oe da ase. Chicago Great Western (Finance No. Feb. 9-p. 65; Feb. 23-p. 68; June 22-p. 45. 
ar. 30-p. pp. 63, > APE. <U-pp. 00, fo, 10; r. 19701): Mar. 23-p. 44. Railway mail : - 306i ‘ if 
p 27-p. 20; May 4-pp. 17, 42, 44, 45, 46, 52, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific 61; May +p. tke ae ice “Gr ea: ans ae 
_ 49. 59, 60, 61, 62; May 1l-pp. 51, 54, 55, 58, (Finance No. 19376): Jan. 12-p. 40; p. 75; June 8-p. 65. a ee ee 
June 1- 60, 63; May 18-pp. 50, 51, $3, 54, 69; May (Finance No. 19638) : Feb. 2-p. 52; May Rate-makin rocedure und 5 f 
25-pp. 17, 65, 67, 71, 72, 85; June 1-pp. 4-p. 46; (Finance No. 19652): Feb. 9-p. Gimeeeneie cau ca ee oo 
1: March 17, 53, 56, 57, 58, 60; June 15-pp. 45, 49, 50; (Finance No. 19295): Mar. 9-p. 42; approval of a: cach ’ awe din ons for 
56, 61, 63; June 22-pp. 50, 55, 62; June 29- (Finance No. 19547): May 4-p. 46. Yate States Motor Pre a ngs: . 
4-p. 59. pp. 17, 45, 58, 61, 64. Chicago & North Western (Finance No. Se ete th, a oe 
‘ates on: | Rail construction: Feb. 2-p. 48; Feb. 9-p. 19390): Jan. 26-p. 40; (Finance No. 19691): No.7 yi meee ce etl “yg = * Rail 
Mar. 30- = — bw Lg Mar. 23-p. 40; Apr. 13-p. Mar. 16-p. 49; C7mance =. 19706): Mar. hexane: — 16 gg pegs 9 
; Apr. 2i-p. oy. 30-p. 177; June 22-p. ; . ‘ =D. * y &-p. . 
18-p. 53. Rail daylight savings time, letter on by Obienen. Rock Island & Pacific (Finance No. = a ho Bureau Agree- 
46; Feb. gy ge ae. ii 17. - No. 19308): Jan. 12-p. 39; (Finance Ho. pres bi y-Laws: Feb. 9-p. 58; May 
: Rail ‘drought rates’: ar. 9-p. 18971): Feb. 23-p. 65; (Finance Oo. -p. . 
. 17; | Rail employe protection in purchase and peOa} June 22-p. 52. ~~ oe. pietee. Jaotee Somenem Car- 
ute sean: 2S. =e. SS Chesapeake & Ohio (Finance No. 19804): No. 48, Eastern Central Motor © mm 
4. Rail equipment depreciation rates: Feb. 2-p. June 22-p. 52. Giseiienes acne gy Aang 64, ; on 
ates on: 58; Mar. 9-p. 44; Mar. 30-p. 179. Cleveland & Pittsburgh iene No. 29-p. 73 srement. e i-p. 64; June 
Rail finance proceedings: Jan. 5-p. 53; Jan. 19612): Jan. 5-p. 39; Apr. 13-p. 49. No. &. Gente « 
Jan. 26- 19-p. 54; Feb. 2-p. 67; Feb. 23-p. 67; Mar. Colorado (Finance No. 19540): May 11-p. 59. po Be nme tiew pongo al Car 
9-p. 44; Mar. 16-pp. 23, 50; Apr. 27-pp. Delaware (Finance No. 19695): June 22- No. 52, Freight Forwarders Conference— 
es, etc.: 58, 59, 60; May 1l-p. 61; May 18-p. 65; May p. 52. Agreements: Apr. 27-p. 64. 
p. 15, 59. 25-pp. 23, 79; June 1-p. 55. Delaware & Hudson (Finance No. 19536): No. 54, Heavy and Specialized Carriers 
* “/- Rail ‘free time’ at ports: Jan. 26-pp. 17, 57; June 29-p. 50. Tariff Bureau—Agreement: Jan. 5-p. 42. 
ona Feb. 2-p. 75; Feb. 9-p. 54; Mar. 23-p. 24. Delaware, Lackawanna & Western (Finance No. 55, Motor Carriers Traffic Association, 
Rail furlough fares: May 11- 48: June No. 19118): Feb. 2-p. S23: Feb. 16-p. Sis Inc.—Agreement: Mar. 16-p. 58. 
of: Ape. lep. 18: I 8-p. 43 ~ Mar. 16-p. 49. No. 57, Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc. 
> oe Cae ee © . Elkton & Guthrie (Finance No. 19504): Agreement (2): Feb. 16-p. 20. 
ion of at Rail general investigation proceeding: Jan. Apr. 20-p. 58. No. 58, Machinery Haulers Association— 
y b q o-p, 47 Great Northern (Finance No. 19763): May Agreement: Apr. 6-p. 60. 
60; = ‘7 Rail general rate increases: Mar. 2-p. 78; 25-p. 73. No. 59, Jamestown Area Furniture Haulers 
“1 45: Apr. 13-p. 97; Southwestern railroads as- Green Bay & Western (Finance No. 19620): Assoc., Inc.—Agreement: Apr. 6-p. 61. 
*,o° 5' & sail ‘prescribed rate’ theory: June 8-p. 63. Jan. 19-p. 47; May 25-p. 73. No. 61, National Classification Committee— 
May 25- Rai t lati 1: Apr Gulf, Mobile & Ohio (Finance No. 18914): Agreement: Jan. 19-p. 43. 
June 22 = ‘oor Ne CREE PO: See. Jan. 26-p. 43. No. 62, Intermountain Tariff Bureau, Inc. 
7 4 Illinois Central (Finance No. 19625): Jan. —Agreement: Jan. 12-p. 49. 
Rail lease proceedings: Jan. 5-p. 37; Mar. 19-p. 47; (Finance No. 19704): Mar. 30- No. 63, Eastern Tank Carrier Conference, 
-p. 72. 16-p. 58. o. 2a: June 29-p. 50; (Finance No. Inc.—Agreement: Mar. 9-p. 51; Mar. 30- 
el, rates J Rail liability limit on hand baggage: Apr. 19559): May 18-p. 55. f P p. 184. 
20-p. 60. ey (Finance No. 19705): May 25- peciaimed rubber, rates on: June 15-p. 45. 
2-p. 58; ~~ eoding sng waleating changes: Jan. Leelanau Transit (Finance No. 19804): Rice hulls, rates on: Apr. 20-p. 76. 
oD, Et SONS eR Se June 22-p. 52. Roofing and roofing materials, rates on: 
June 29- | Rail merger poorsetings: py bem - — Lehigh Valley (Finance Mo. 19696) : Mar. Jan. 26-p. 40; Feb. 23-p. 64. 
16-p. 47; Mar. 16-p. 43; - 13-pp. 49, 104; 23-p. 44; May 18-p. 54; (Finance No. . 
9-p. 39; Apr. 20-pp. 27, 60; May 18-p. 60; May 25- 19579): June 1-p. 58. ~_— iron or steel, rates on: June 
, p. 66. Mansfield Railway & Transportation Co.: Ro “7 a tnteain vetne: Mee. 30. 0 le 
Feb. 2- | Rail minimum rates and charges: Feb. 2-p. Feb. 2-p. 52. 15-0 “aD. : - <p. ’ 
49: Feb 45; Feb. 16p. 56; Feb. 23-p. 68. a, oe es (Fi- p. 49. 
p>. 17, 48; Rail-owned bus line proceedings: May 25- Meridian pg tg No. Ss 
- 6-P. Se >. 18914): Jan. 26-p. 43. : i ; ’ 
18-p. 51; Rail-owned motor carrier pickup and de- Minneapolis & St. Louis (Finance No. —_ — = — Jan. 12-p. 44. 
22-p. . livery: Jan. 26-p. 50. 19568): Feb. 2-p. 52; Mar. 30-p. 177; Sand, rates on: ar. 9-p. . 
on: Fe 





Rail-owned motor carrier purchase: Apr. 27- 
br. 52. ° 


(Finance No. 19706): June 15-p. 46; June 
22-p. 51. 


Scrap iron and steel borings, etc., rates on: 
Feb. 2-p. 73; June 29-p. 17. 


22 


Scrap iron and steel, rates on: Jan. 26-p. 
40; Feb. 2-p. 51; May 4-p. 49; May 11-p. 58. 

Sec. 4 proceedings: June 29-pp. 23, 63. 

Sec. 4 rates: Feb. 23-p. 81. 

‘Sec. 5a’ agreements. See ‘Rate-making pro- 
cedure under sec. 5a of the interstate com- 
merce act, applications for approval or 
agreements; proceedings.’ 

Sec. 5a, interstate commerce act: May 25-p. 
74; June 29-p. 77. 

Sec. 22, I.C. act, bill to amend: Jan. 19-pp. 
72, 80; Jan. 26-p. 62; Feb. 2-p. 46; Mar. 2- 
p. 47; May 25-p. 92. 

Sec. 22 rates: Apr. 13-pp. 20, 22; Aircoach 
Transport Assoc., Inc. suit against rail- 
roads: June 22-p. 21; June 29-p. 77. 

Service boxes, rates on: May 18-p. 54. 

Service orders: No. 897: Jan. 5-p. 42; Nos. 
916, 917 and 918: Apr. 6-p. 51. 

Shades, shade material, rates on: May 4- 
p. 46. 

Shipside rate increase: Apr. 27-p. 42. 

Silk cartridge bag cloth, rates on: Feb. 9- 

. 66. 

small shipments, rates on: Apr. 6-p. 52; May 
ll-p. 51. 

soap and related articles, rates on: Apr. 
20-p. 77. se 

Soap powders, rates on: May 25-p. 71. 

Soda ash, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 65; May 25- 

25 

Sodium, disodium, and trisodium phosphate, 
rates on: May 25-p. 75. i" 

Sodium hypochlorite, rates on: June 8-p. 75. 

Sodium, rates on: Jan. 19-p. 43. 

South Carolina intrastate rates: May 1l-p. 


55. 
‘Southern Governors’ case, reopening pleas 
denied: Feb. 23-p. 67. 
‘Southern grain’ case: May 4-p. 52. 
Staples, rates on: Mar. 2-p. 59. 
Steel bars, rates on: May 18-p. 54; May 25- 
>: Fa. 
Steel billets, rates on: June 1-p. 57. 
teel wire rope, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 59. 
Steel wire, rates on: Feb. 16-p. 66. 
Stone, rates on: May 18-p. 69. 
Sugar beets, rates on: June 15-p. 66. 
Steel housing, rates on: Jan. 5-p. 46. 
Steel pipe molds, rates on: Mar. 23-p. 43. 
Structural steel, rates on: May 18-p. 50. 
Sulphur (brimstone). rates on: June 29-p. 54. 
Sulphur (brimstone), rates on: June 29-p. 54. 
Superphosphate, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 40; 
Feb. 2-p. 73. 
Synthetic fibre fabrics, rates on: Mar. 9-p. 63. 
Synthetic gums and resins, rates on: Feb. 
9-p. 62 


T 

Table top material, rates on: May 4-p. 45. 

Talc and soapstone, rates on: May 18-p. 53. 

Tanks, air pressure or iron and steel, rates 
on: May 25-p. 71. 

Taylor’s I.C.C. orders: Feb. 2-p. 57; Feb. 9-p. 
57; Feb. 23-p. 69; Mar. 30-p. 179; Apr. 13- 
p. 96; Apr. 27-pp. 59, 60; May 4-pp. 48, 
49; May 1l-pp. 60, 61; May 18-p. 60; May 
25-pp. 20, 75; June l1-p. 60; June 8-p. 
58; June 22-p. 53. 

Tennessee intrastate rates: 
Mar. 30-p. 
p. 58. 

Texas intrastate coach fares: Apr. 27-p. 65. 

Tin cans, rates on: May 18-p. 69. 

Tire cord and fabric, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 50. 

Tire fabric, rates on: May 4-p. 61. 

Tobacco (manufactured and unmanufac- 
tured), rates on: Feb. 9-p. 54; Feb. 23-p. 68; 
May 1l1-p. 52; June 15-p. 50. 

Transformers, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 41. 

Twine, rates on: Apr. 6-p. 46. 


U 


Upholstering pad, rates on: May 18-p. 54. 
Uranium ores or concentrates, rates on: June 
8-p. 58. 


Utah intrastate rates: Feb. 2-p. 66; Mar. 30- 
p. 187; May 4-p. 48. 
Vv 


Vegetables, fresh, rates on: May 4-p. 42. 
Vacuum tubes, rates on: Feb. 9-p. 45. 


‘ 
Ww 
— Paper and rags, rates on: May 25- 


Mar. 
190; Apr. 20-p. 60; 


9-p. 16; 
June 29- 


p. 71. 

Water carrier certificate transfers: Jan. 12- 
p. 54; May 18-p. 50. 

Water carrier complaint cases: Apr. 27-p. 60: 
May 4-p. 56; June 22-p. 23. 


Water carrier exemption proceedings: Mar. 
30-p. 173; June 29-pp. 46, 51. 

Water carrier operating rights: Jan. 5-p. 48; 
Jan. 12-p. 53; Feb. 9-pp. 56, 59, 65; Feb. 
16-pp. 50, 55; Mar. 9-pp. 45, 59; Mar. 16- 
p. 20; Apr. 6-p. 47; Apr. 13-p. 51; Apr. 20- 
Po Apr. 27-pp. 51, 65; May 18-p. 59; 

y 25-pp. 76, 80, 83, 85; June 1-pp. 61, 
65; June 15-pp. 49, 50; Jume 22-p. 58. 


Water carrier purchase and control pro- 
ceedings: Mar. 2-p. 61; Apr. 27-p. 60; June 
22-pp. 61, 62; June 29-p. 29. 

Water carrier rates and charges: Jan. 12-p. 
44; Jan. 26-pp. 19, 28; Feb. 2-p. 45; Feb. 16- 
p. 56; Mar. 9-pp. 32, 36; Mar. 23-pp. 47, 54; 
June 15-p. 40. 


Water carrier records, rules on destruction 
of: Feb. 23-p. 69; June 15-p. 49. 


Water heaters, rates on: May 11-p. 55. 


West Virginia intrastate rates and charges: 
June 29-p. 24 


Wharfage and handling charges: Mar. 30-p. 
175; May 18-p. 54. 


Window shades, rates on: Feb. 23-p. 64. 


Wine, sparkling, rate determination asked 
by C.R.I.&P.: Mar. 16-p. 18. 


Wire garment hangers, definition of: Jan. 
12-p. 39; rates on: May l1l-p. 70. 


Woodenware, related articles, rates on: Feb. 
2-p. 51. 


Wool and mohair, rates on: Apr. 20-p. 60. 
Wrapping paper, rates on: Jan. 12-p. 55. 


STATE COMMISSION NEWS 


A 


Alabama, rail rate increase approved: May 
4-p. 35. 


Arkansas, rail rate case: June 29-p. 79. 


Arkansas, rate increase on fluxing limestone: 
Jan. 12-p. 66. 


c 


California, action in Ex Parte No. 206 pro- 
ceeding: Jan. 19-p. 55: Jan. 26-p. 18. 


California, intrastate rates: Feb. 9-p. 54. 


California, objection to percentage method 
in rail rate increases: Mar. 16-p. 66. 


California, rail passenger service hearing: 
June l1-p. 70. 


California, rail rates case: Mar. 2-p. 66. 


Illinois, action in Chicago, Aurora & Elgin 
Railway passenger service cut: Jan. 26- 
p. 27. 

Illinois, Chicago passenger fare case: June 
22-p. 54. 

Illinois, rail commuter fare increase: 
16-p. 28. 


Illinois, rail freight rate increase: Jan. 12- 
p. 27. 


Mar. 


INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 


K 


Kansas, rates on cement and other products: 
Feb. 2-p. 67. 


L 
Louisiana, rail rate increase: Apr. 13-p. 55. 


M 


Michigan-Illinois tax reciprocity agreeme1 t, 
letter to cancel by W.L. King, director of 
public transport, Michigan Public Service 
Commission: June 8-p. 48. 

Minnesota, rail pooling case: Feb. 16-p. (0. 

—— rail rate increase approved: Muy 
-p. 35. 

Mountain-Pacific State Conference: May !1- 
p. 37. 


New York, rail passenger rate 
March 2-p. 47. 

North Carolina, intrastate rates: Feb. 9-p. °4. 

North Dakota, cancellation of Jamestovn 
as grain inspection point: March 2-p. 69. 

North Dakota, grain inspection proposs!: 
Jan. 12-p. 58. 

North Dakota, petition in Ex Parte 207 chal- 
lenging I.C.C. right to fix intrastate fares: 
Jan. 5-p. 49. 

North Dakota, rates on lignite coal: 
15-p. 56. 


increase: 


June 


°o 


Ohio intrastate rates: June 22-p. 71. 

Oregon, bill to broaden commissioner’s au- 
thority over railroads: Apr. 27-p. 45. 

Oregon, motion in Ex Parte 206: June 1-p. 15, 

onem. rail regulation hearing: June 29- 
p. > 


Ss 


South Carolina, rail rate increase: June 1l- 
BD. Fe 


T 


Tennessee, rail rate increase: Mar. 9-p. 16. 

Tennessee, rail rate investigation: June 29- 
p. 58. 

Texas, rail coach fare increase: Apr. 27-p. 65. 


Ww 
West Virginia, rail rate increase: June 29- 


p. 24. 

Wisconsin, C.&W. passenger train cancella- 
tions permitted: June l-p. 18. 

Wyoming, change in partial unloading rate: 
Jan. 5-p. 36. 


Wyoming, new motor carrier tariff: Jan. 12- 
p. 33. 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD NEWS 


Cases 


A 


Agreement C.A.B. No. 10726, North Atlantic 
Fares: Apr. 20-p. 85; Apr. 27-p. 74. 

Air Freight Forwarder Investigation, No. 
5947, et al.: Mar. 23-p. 68. 

Airfreight Rate Case, Minimum Rates for 
Air Freight Forwarders, No. 1705-6: Jan. 
19-p. 69; Mar. 16-p. 72; Mar. 23-p. 70. 

Alaska Airlines, Inc., No. 8203: Jan. 5- 


p. 56. 

Allegheny Airlines, et al., No. 6451 con- 
solidated: Feb. 16-p. 78. 

American Airlines, Inc.—Braniff Airways, 
Inc., No. 8640: Apr. 6-p. 69. 

Authorization With Respect to ‘No Show’ 
—- Problems, No. 7688: Feb. 16- 
p. i 


c 


California Eastern Aviation, Inc., No. 8363: 
Jan. 5-p. 56. 

Capital Family Plan Case, No.»8229, et al.: 
Apr. 20-p. 85; June 29-p. 74. 

Capital Group Student Fares, No. 8456: May 
18-p. 76. 

Chicago Helicopter Airways, Inc., Mail Rates, 
No. 7996: Jan. 26-p. 60. 

Chicago-Mexico City Route Case, No. 8640: 
June 29-p. 75. 

Compania Mexicana De Aviacion, S.A., No. 
8771: June 15-p. 77; June 29-p. 74. 


Cordova Airlines, Inc., No. 8164: Jan. 5-p. 56. 


Cuban Colonial Air Express Corp., No. 7584: 
Jan. 5-p. 56. 


Dallas-San Antonio-Mexico City, Designation 
of Carrier, No. 8611: June 1-p. 21. 


DC-7 Custom Coach Fares and Provisions— 
a Air Lines, Inc., No. 8625: Mar. 30- 
p. 200. 


Deferred Air Freight Renewal Case, No. 1705- 
9: Apr. 13-p. 70; May 18-p. 76. 


Duluth-Chicago Service Investigation, No. 
7122, et al.: Apr. 27-p. 74. 


Eastern Route Consolidation Case, No. 3292, 
et al.: Apr. 6-p. 68. 


Ellis Air Lines, No. 8170: Jan. 5-p. 56. 


Erie-Detroit Service Case, No. 6927, et al.: 
Feb. 16-p. 76. 


Executive Air Service, Ltd., No. 7745: Mar. 
16-p. 71. 


F 


Free Baggage Allowances and Excess Baggage 
Charges, No. 7912: March 2-p. 54. 


G 


Group Fares Proposed by Capital Airlines, 
Inc., No. 8456: Jan. 19-p. 71. 


Hawaiian Airlines Cargo Rate Investigation, 
No. 7818: Jan. 12-p. 62. 


Hughes Tool Co., Acquisition of Control of 
| cag eae Airlines, Inc., No. 3210: June 
-p. 69. 


Hughes T.W.A.—Atlas-Northeast Airlines Pos- 
—  ~ ames Control Case, No. 8235; June 
-p. 74. 


International Air Freight Forwarder Invest'i- 
gation, No. 7132: May 4-p. 67; June 22-p. 
69; June 29-p. 75. 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


I ter-State and Overseas Passenger Fare In- 
creases Filed by Various Carriers, No. 8613: 
Mar. 23-p. 69. 

vestigation of Full Adult Fares for Un- 
“}  aemmeen Children, No. 7299: Jan. 5- 
). ° 


J 


cob Freed Adelman, d.b.a. Hemisphere Air 
Transport, No. 8144: June 8-p. 78. 


L 

rge Irregular Air Carrier Investigation, 
No. 5132: Jan. 5-p. 56; June 22-p. 68. 
.urentide Aviation, Ltd., Irrgeular Air Serv- 
ice Between Canada and the United States, 
No. 8222: Jan. 26-p. 60; Mar. 16-p. 72. 
na-Detroit Service Case, No. 7480, et al.: 
Jan. 26-p. 60. 


M 


il Rates for First Class and Other Prefer- 
ntial Mail (Other Than Air Mail and Air 
*arcel Post) in the Territory of Hawaii, No. 
350: Jan. 5-p. 56. 

itary and Commercial Passenger Charter 
‘xxemptions for Certificated Cargo Carriers, 
Yo. 8332: May 4-p. 69. 

nimum Rates for Air Freight Forwarders, 
fo. 1705-6: Feb. 23-p. 84; Mar. 30-p. 200. 


{w York-Mexico City Non-Stop Service 
ase, No. 2909: May 4-p. 68. 

rth Atlantic Fares, No. 10726: June 1-p. 18. 
rtheast Airlines, Inc., Mail Rates, No. 
4497: Feb. 16-p. 78. 

Yortheastern States Area Investigation, No. 
1436, et al.: Feb. 16-p. 74. 

rthern Consolidated Airlines, Inc., No. 
166: Jan. 5-p. 56. 

rthwest Airlines, Inc., Trans-Pacific Op- 
rations, Temporary Mail Rate (1954), No. 
6428: Apr. 6-p. 68. 


P 


Pacific Northwest Service Case, No. 5463: 
Mar, 9-p. 74. 

Pan American World Airways, Inc., No. 7336: 
Jan. 26.-p. 59. 

Pan American World Airways, Inc., and 
Various Affiliates, No. 8596: Mar. 16-p. 70. 

Pan American World Airways, Inc., et al., 
No. 7433: Mar. 30-p. 200. 

Pan American World Airways, Inc., Trans- 
Pacific Operations—Mail Rates, No. 6429: 
Jan. 19-p. 71; Mar. 23-p. 15. 

Piedmont Aviation, Inc., Mail Rates, No. 
7072: Mar. 9-p. 69. 


Railway Express-Air Taxi Investigation, No. 
8217: April 27-p. 74. 

Railway Express Investigation, No. 2746, et 
al.: Jan. 12-p. 63. 

Rate of Return, Local Service Carriers, No. 
8404: Jan. 5-p. 57; May 18-p. 76; June 29- 
p. 75. 

Regulation and Conduct of the Regional 
Traffic Conference, I.A.T.A., No. 7422: Feb. 
9-p. 76. 

Reopened Delta-C.&S. Mail Rate Case, No. 
2564: Jan. 19-p. 70; June 29-p. 74. 

Reopened Trans-Pacific Certificate Renewal 
Case, No. 5031, et al.: Feb. 9-p. 76; Feb. 
16-p. 76. 

Riddle Airlines, Inc—To Amend Authority 
Granted by Order No. 10395, No. 7794: June 
29-p. 75. 

Route 26 Interim Local Service Investigation, 
No. 8097: Feb. 9-p. 75. 

Rule Whereby Carriers Would Not Transport 
Passengers Refusing to Permit Examina- 
tion of Baggage, No. 8594: Mar. 16-p. 72. 


s 


ser mag Puerto Rico, No. 7375, et al.: May 
-p. 


Southeast Airlines Agency, Inc., et al., Com- 
pliance Proceeding, No. 7751: June 8-p. 79. 


Southwest Airways Co. Mail Rates, No. 7610: 
Feb. 23-p. 83. 


Suspended Passenger Fare Increase Case, No. 
8613: June 8-p. 80. 


Swissair, No. 8172: Jn. 26-p. 60. 


Syracuse-New York City Case, No. 6179, et 
al.: Apr. 6-p. 69. 


. 


Trans American Airways, 
June 8-p. 78. 
ranscontinental, 
p. 69. 


Trans National Airlines, Inc., No. 8143: June 
8-p. 78. 

Trans World Airlines, Inc., India-Bangkok- 
Manila Extension, No. 7280: Jan. 5-p. 57. 


wentieth Century Airlines, Inc., No. 8142: 
June 8-p. 78. 


Inc., No. 8145: 


S.A., No. 8632: June 22- 


Subjects 


A 


Advertising exchange for air transportation 
by local service carriers, agreements per- 
mitted to continue: Jan. 5-p. 55. 

Aerovias Nacionales de Colombia, S.A. 

(AVIANCA), Germany route award: June 22- 
p. 69. 

Air carrier accounts, records, etc., rules for 
revised: Jan. 5-p. 56. 

Air carrier general rate increase: Apr. 20- 
p. 85. 

Aicraft purchases by smaller lines, govern- 
ment aid for: Mar. 30-p. 199. 

Aircraft, redistribution of by C.A.B. chair- 
man in wartime: June 22-p. 36. 

Air defense emergency plan (SCATER): June 
22-p. 69. 

Air freight deferred rates, court upholds 
C.A.B. findings: Apr. 6-p. 74; rate con- 
tinued by C.A.B.: Apr. 13-p. 70. 

Airline subsidy cuts by Congress: Apr. 27- 
p. 79. 

Air ‘taxi’ hearing: Apr. 27-p. 74. 

Alaska-U.S. permanent air right bills, opposi- 
tion to: May l1l-p. 88. 

All-cargo air carrier permanent certificates, 
C.AB. testimony on in Senate hearing: 
Apr. 13-p. 83; bill passed in Senate: May 
4-p. 18. 

American Airlines, Inc., Mexico City route 
authorization: June 29-p. 75. 

Around-the-world air route, second Ameri- 
can-flag authorized: Jan. 5-p. 57. 

Atlantic cargo rates agreement: 
p. 200. 


Mar. 30- 


B 
Baggage examination rule withdrawal: May 
18-p. 76 


Bureau of Air Operations, routes and carrier 
relations division reorganization: Mar. 30- 
p. 200. 


Bureau of Safety, conference: June 8-p. 79. 


Burton, L.W., named planning and develop- 
ment director, C.A.A.: May 18-p. 76. 


Cc 

C.A.B., annual report: Feb. 23-p. 84. 

C.A.B. members’ tenure of Office, 
in Senate: June 15-p. 88. 

C.A.B., reorganization of Office of General 
Counsel: Apr. 27-p. 74. 

C.A.B. reorganization plan announced by 
James R. Durfee: Jan. 19-p. 68. 

C.A.B. summer work schedule: Feb. 16-p. 78. 

Canadian ‘irregular’ airline, temporary rights 
proposed: Jan. 26-p. 60. 

Caribbean Air Transport Assoc., rate dis- 
cussion denied by C.A.B.: June 22-p. 68. 

Caribbean area air cargo rates: Mar. 30-p. 
200. 

Certificates, permanent, granted four Alaskan 
air carriers: Jan. 5-p. 56 

“es fares, unaccompanied: Jan. 5-p. 
0. 


Civil aeronautics act, ‘Bricker’ bill to clarify: 
Jan. 26-p. 67. 


bill on 


Durfee, James R., redesignated C.A.B. chair- 
man for 1957: Jan. 12-p. 63; speeches: Feb. 
23-p. 25; June 22-p. 74; named ‘Alumnus 
of the Year’ (Marquette): June l-p. 51. 


F 


Family fare plans: May 25-p. 90; June 29- 
p. 74. 

Fare increase proposals, etc.: Feb. 9-p. 76; 
Mar. 9-p. 69; June 1-p. 18. 

Flying Tiger Line, Inc.—motor carrier service 
agreement: June 29-p. 75. 

Freight forwarder proceedings, rates, etc.: 
Jan. 5-p. 56; Jan. 19-p. 69; Feb. 23-p. 84; 
Mar. 23-pp. 68, 70; Mar. 30-p. 200; Apr. 6- 
p. 69; May 4-p. 67; June 22-p. 69; June 
29-p. 75. 


G 
‘Great Circle’ air service to Far East by 


Pan American World Airways, Inc.: Feb. 
9-p. 76. 


H 
Hector, Louis J., nomination as C.A.B. mem- 
ber: Feb. 9-p. 18; Mar. 2-p. 18; Mar. 16-p. 
85; Mar. 30-p. 23; sworn in: Apr. 13-p. 71. 


Helicopter service, etc.: Jan. 26-p. 60; Feb. 
9-p. 76; May 25-p. 90. 
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International Air Transportation § Assn., 
minimum fare rates: Feb. 9-p. 76; fare 
increase case: Apr. 27-p. 74. 

Irregular carriers, service expansion case, 
Review by Supreme Court asked: Mar. 2-p. 
80; Mar. 23-p. 73. 


L 


Lake Central Airlines, Inc., Lima-Detroit 
service approved: Jan. 26-p. 60; purchase 
by North Central Airlines, Inc., disap- 
proved: May 4-p. 69. 

Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, request 


for Los Angeles-Mexico City air rights: 
Jan. 19-p. 69. , war 


M 

Mail payments: Jan. 5-pp. 56, 57; Jan. 19-pp. 
70, 71; Jan. 26-p. 60; Feb. 9-p. 56; Feb. 16- 
p. 78; Feb. 23-p. 83; Mar. 9-p. 69; Mar 23- 
p. 15 Apr. 6-p. 68; June 29-p. 74. 

Mexican airline operating rights extension: 
June 15-p. 77. 

Mexico City route case deferred: June 1-p. 21, 


Mexico-U.S. bilateral air agreement: Mar. 
16-p. 71; Mar. 23-p. 70. 


National Airlines, proposed Charlotte, N.C., 
service: Feb. 23-p. 84. 
North American and other irregular airlines 


revocation case before Supreme Court: Mar. 
23-p. 73. 


Northeast Airlines licensing ‘leak’ h : 
April 27-p. 80. . — 
Nonscheduled airlines, permit revocation 


court case: Feb. 9-p. 78; exemption case, 
court ruling on: Mar. 30-p. 204. 


fe) 


Office of International Cooperation, activi- 
ties of: June 15-p. 76. 

Operating licenses, ‘non-sked’ 
of: April 27-p. 74. 


Overseas air route applications, bill to re- 
quire report to Congress on vetoes of: 
Apr. 13-p. 85. 


Overseas scheduled cargo rule, extension of: 
June 22-p. 69. 


cancellation 


P 

Pan American—Grace Airways, 
proposal: Mar. 16-p. 70. 

Pan American World Airways, Inc., proceed- 
ings involving: Jan. 26-p. 59; Feb. 2-p. 18; 
Feb. 16-p. 76; May 4-p. 68; May 11-p. 80. 

Passenger fare increases: Feb. 23-p. 46; Mar. 
23-p. 69; June 22-p. 68. 

Passenger ‘no-show’ penalty proposal: Feb. 
16-p. 78; Apr. 20-p. 51; May 18-p. 76; June 
15-p. 76. 

Pilot near-collision reports: Apr. 6-p. 68. 

Puerto Rico added service: May 4-p. 68. 

Pyle, James T., nomination as C.A.A. ad- 
ministrator: Feb. 9-p. 18; Feb. 16-p. 86; 
Mar. 9-p. 78. 

Personnel changes, appointments, etc.: Feb. 
23-p. 84; Mar. 23-p. 70; May 18-p. 76. 


Radio, TV rights, sale of to airline subsidiary, 
letter inquiring into by Sen. Monroney to 
F.C.C.: Feb. 2-p. 28. 

Railway Express Agency, air express excess 
— charges increase proposal: June 

-p. 77. 


Rate hearings, dates of: June 29-p. 75. 


stock sale 


Ss 


Seaboard & Western Airlines, Inc., allowed to 
serve Cologne, Germany, and Manchester, 
England: Jan. 12-p. 63. 

Slick. Airways, debenture issue: Feb. 2-p. 48; 
‘SurfAir’ coordinated service: June 8-p. 79; 
June 15-p. 76. 


Subpoena rules revision: Feb. 23-p. 85. 


T 

Transcontinental direct airways, plans for: 
May 18-p. 76. 

Transcontinental, S.A., Argentina-New York 
service: June 22-p. 69. 

Trans World Airlines, Inc., proceedings in- 
volving: Jan. 5-p. 57; Jan. 19-p. 70; Feb. 
23-p. 46; June 22-p. 69. 


U 


United Air Lines, fare increase application: 
Feb. 9-p. 76; ‘custom coach’ fare proposal: 
Mar. 30-p. 200. : 
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Cases 


A 


Absorption or Equalization of Inland Freight 
Charges in Connection With Transporta- 
a by Water of Explosives, No. 819: June 

-p 

Pa and Practices Pertaining to 
Brokerage—Pacific Coast European Confer- 
1 queen No. 5200), No. 767: Apr. 
6-p 

Agreement and Practices Pertaining to 
Limitation on Membership—Pacific Coast 
European Conference (Agreement No. 
5200), No. 792: May 1l-p. 74. 

Agreement No. 6070-8, Canal, Central Ameri- 
can Northbound Conference: April 27-p. 74. 

— No. 7830-2 . . . No. 795: Apr. 20- 


p. . 

Agreements Between the Pacific Lumber Co., 
Inc., et al., No. 791: Mar. 9-p. 70. 

Alaska Freight Lines, Inc.—Proposed Revised 
Tariff F.M.B. F-No. 4, No. 793: Feb. 2-p. 
81; Feb. 9-p. 76; Feb. 23-p. 88; June 1- 
“me i 

Alaska Freight Lines, Inc.—Tariff F.M.B. F. 
No. 4 and Southbound Rates on Vehicles, 
No. 793, Sub. 1: Feb. 9-p. 76; June 1-p. 71. 

American President Lines, Ltd., and Lykes 
Bros. Steamship Co.—Agreement No. 8061— 
Apportionment of Rubber Shipments, No. 
S-61: Feb. 23-p. 88. 

American Union Transport, Inc. v. River 
Plate & Brazil Conferences (And the Mem- 
ber Lines Thereof), No. 758: Apr. 6-p. 73. 

Arthur Schwartz v. Grace Line, Inc., No. 775: 
May 4-p. 69. 

Associated Banning Co., et al. v. Matson 
Navigation Co., No. 788: April 27-p. 73. 


Banana Distributors, Inc. v. Grace Line, Inc., 
No. 771: May 4-p. 69. 

Between the City of Oakland and Encinal 
Terminals (Agreement No. 8095), and Be- 
tween Encinal Terminals and Matcinal 
Corp. (Agreement No. 8095-A), No. 798: 
April 27-p. 73. 

Brokerage on Shipments of Ocean Freight, 
No. 820: June 8-p. 80. 


Cc 


Coastwise Line—Application to Charter One 
Government-owned Vessel, MC-75; Jan. 5- 
p. 57; Feb. 16-p. 80. 

Common Carriers by Water—Status of Ex- 
press Companies, Truck Lines and Other 
Non-Vessel Carriers, No. 815: Mar. 23-p. 72. 


D. J. Roach, Inc. v. Albany Port District, 
Albany Port District Commission and 
Cargill, Inc., No. 785: June 22-p. 70. 


Edward Terminal v. Matson Navigation Co., 
et al., No. 796: April 27-p. 73. 

Empire State Highway Transportation Assoc., 
Inc., and New Jersey Motor Truck Assoc., 
Inc., v. American Export Lines, Inc., et al., 
No. 800; Jan. 5-p. 57; Mar. 9-p. 70. 

Encinal Terminals, et al. v. Pacific West- 
—— Conference, et al., No. 790: Apr. 6- 
p. 72. 


F 


Filing of Freight Rates in Foreign Import 
Commerce of the U.S., No. 789: Mar. 2-p. 
80; June 22-p. 69. 

Free Time and Demurrage at New York, 3 
U.S.M.C. 89 (1948), No. 659: Jan. 5-p. 57. 


G 


Grace Line, Inc., et al.—Application to Bare- 
boat Charter Government-Owned Dry 
Cargo Vessels, M-78: Mar. 23-p. 72; May 4- 
p. 70; June 8-p. 80. 

Grace Line, Inc.—Application to Bareboat 
Charter Dry-Cargo Vessel, M-79: Apr. 6-p. 
73; May 18-p. 77. 

Greece-Turkey-Syria Area Westbound To- 
bacco Conference, No. 8350: Feb. 16-p. 80. 


In the Matter of Agreement No. 8005-1 Be- 
tween American Export Lines, Inc., et 
al., No. 821: June 29-p. 76. 


Investigation of General Practices, Charges, 
Services, Definitions and Agreements of 
Terminal Operators at Atlantic and Gulf 
Ports, No. 816: Mar. 23-p. 71; Apr. 6-p. 
71; May 4-p. 70; June 15-p. 77. 

Isbrandtsen Co., Inc., et al., M-72: Jan. 
19-p. 71. 


L 


Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., et al.— 
Applications to Bareboat Charter Govern- 
—_— Dry-Cargo Vessels, M-74: Jan. 

-p. . 


N 


Nickey Brothers, Inc.; Nickey Trading Co., 
Inc., and Geo. D. Emery Co. v. Associated 
Steamship Lines (Manila Conference) and 
American Mail Line, Ltd., et al., No. 817: 
Apr. 6-p. 72. 


P 


Pacific Coast-Hawaii and Atlantic/Gulf/ 
Hawaii General Increase in Rates, No. 
808: Feb. 2-p. 82; Feb. 16-p. 80; Feb. 23-p. 
85; Mar. 2-p. 80; Mar. 9-p. 70; Apr. 6-p. 
73; June 29-p. 76. 

Pacific Northwest Ports—Terminal 
Structure, No. 744: June 8-p. 80. 


Parsons & Whittemore, Inc., v. Rederiaktie- 
bolaget Nordstjernan, No. 805: Feb. 23- 
p. 88. 

Permission Under 805(a) for Subsidized Voy- 
ages, S-59: Apr. 6-p. 73. 

Prudential Steamship Corp., et al., Applica- 
tions to Bareboat Charter Dry Cargo Ves- 
sels, M-77: Feb. 16-p. 80; Mar. 23-p. 71: 
Apr. 6-p. 69. 


Rate 


Ss 


States Steamship Co.—Application for Op- 
erating-Differential Subsidy in the US. 
Pacific Coast-Far East Service, S-56: May 
18-p. 77; June 15-p. 77 


T 


Terminal Steamship Co., Inc.—Application 
to Bareboat Charter One Liberty-Type 
Dry-Cargo Vessel, M-76: Feb. 16-p. 80; 
Mar. 2-p. 80. 

Truck Loading and Unloading of Waterborne 
Cargo at New York—investigation of Rates 
and Practices of karties to Agreement, No. 
8005, No. 801: Mar. 9-p. 70. 


U 


United States Atlantic and Gulf-Puerto Rico 
Conference Increases in Rates, No. 807: 
Jan. 12-p. 63; Feb. 23-p. 88. 


Subjects 


A 


Alaska freight rates: Feb. 2-p. 81; 
76; June 1-p. 71. 


Alaska-U.S. transport regulation powers of 
F.M.B., bill to continue: Apr. 27-p. 82. 


American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. of Dela- 
ware, construction bids for roll-on, roll-off 
ships: Feb. 23-p. 85. 

American President Lines-American Mail 
Line, joint service proposal between Pa- 
cific coast and northeastern Asian ports: 
June 29-p. 77. 


Feb. 9-p. 


Brokerage payments probe: Apr. 6-pp. 70, 73. 


c 
Clover Carriers Corp., application for ship 
construction subsidy: Mar. 16-p. 70. 


Complaint proceedings: Feb. 23-p. 88; Mar. 
9-p. 70; Apr. 6-pp. 72, 73; Apr. 27-p. 73; 
June 22-p. 70. 


Demurrage charges in 
troubles: Jan. 5-p. 57. 


strikes or other 


F 


Far East service subsidy: June 15-p. 77. 

a annual report to Congress: Feb. 2- 
p. 37. 

Freight forwarder proceedings: Jan. 19-p. 71; 
Mar. 30-p. 176; June 8-pp. 71, 80; June 
29-p. 77. 

Freight forwarder rules revision: Mar. 23-p. 
gd ‘ae 1-p. 72; June 15-p. 77; June 29- 
p 

Freight forwarders, brokerage commission 
payments rule proposal: May 4-p. 69. 


INDEX TO TRAFFIC WORLD 


— 


G 


Gas turbine propulsion plant for Liberty 
ships, bids for: Feb. 16-p. 80. 

Grace Line, Inc., banana shipper case: May 
4-p. 69; Great Lakes- Caribbean proposed 
service: Feb. 16-p. 80. 

Great Lakes dual-rate system proposal re. 
jected: Apr. 20-p. 84. 

Guill, Ben H., nomination for F.M.B. reap. 
pointment: "May 4-p. 82; June 15-p. 835; 
appointed: June 29-p. 77. 


Hawaiian _* revisions of: Feb. 23-p. 85; 
Mar. 9-p. 

Hawaiian ‘anitts suspended: Feb. 2-p. 82. 

Hearing, oral argument dates, postpo.te-. 
ments, etc.: Feb. 23-p. 88; Mar. 23-p. 72; 
Mar. 30- -p. 202; Apr. 6-p. 73; June 15-p. 77; 
June 29-p 76. 

Humboldt Bay (Calif.) dock control investi- 
gation: Mar. 9-p. 70. 


e soem. filing of discontinued: June 
ne oo a ntl Co., Inc., yor stowage’ rate 
increase: Jan. 12-p. 


M 


Maritime Administration, annual report to 
Congress: Feb. 2-p. 37. 

Merchant marine act, bill to amend to ac- 
celerate old vessel ‘trade-in’: Jan. 26-p. 67. 

Metz, Elmer E., appointed chief, Office of 
Government Aid of the Maritime Adminis- 
tration: June 29-p. 77. 

Mitchell, R.E., named assistant general coun- 
~_ eee Administration: Mar. 9%- 
p. i 

Moore-McCormack Lines, 
‘Robin Line’: Mar. 9-p. 

Morse, C.G., maritime administrator, 
speeches, statements, testimony, etc.; Feb, 
9-p. 85; Feb. 23-p. 25; Apr. 20-p. 38; Apr. 
27-p. 39; June 1-p,. 24; June 8-p. 42. 


New York Ocean Freight Forwarders Con- 
ference, cargo charges collecting pro- 
posal: June 29-p. 77. 


° 


shipping agreements: Jan. 12-p. 
Jan. 26-p. 60; Feb. 2-p. 82; Feb. 23-p. 
Mar. 9-p. 70; Mar. 16-p. 70; Apr. 13-p. 
May 4-p. 70; May 1l-p. 74; May 18-p. 
Be 1-p. 71; June 8-pp. 80, 81; June 
p. 77; June 22- -p. 70; June 29- -p. 76. 


P 


Pacific Far East Line, 
denied: May 18-p. 77. 

Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., bid invita- 
tions for cargo ship conversions: Jan. 5- 
p. 25. 


Personnel changes, appointments, -etc.: Feb. 
9-pp. 39, 77; Mar. 9-p. 70; Mar. 16-p. 70; 
June 29-p. 77. 

Port terminal charges and practices, investi- 
gation: Mar. 30-p. 200. 


Q 


Quarantine inspections at ports, funds for 
24-hour service asked of Congress: Jan. 
19-p. 81; bill approved by House: Feb. 
23-p. 96. 


acquisition of 


Ocean 


Inc., Hawaii call 


Ransom, Edward D., resignation as general 
counsel: Feb. 9-p. 39. 


Rates on ocean freight, increases, com- 
plaints, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 63; Jan. 26-p. 19; 
Apr. 27-p. 35; May 25-p. 91; June 29-p. 76. 

‘Roll-on, roll-off’? ship construction: Feb. 
23-p. 85 

Roth, Arnold J., appointed F.M.B. and 
M.A. hearing examiner: June 29-p. 77. 


s 


Seaver, E.R., named general counsel, F.M.B.: 
Mar. 16-p. 70. 


Ship conference membership requirement 
case: May ll-p. 


Ship chartering: Jan. 5-p. 57; Jan. 19-p. 71; 
Feb. 9-p. 76; Feb. 16-p. 80; Feb. 23-p. 85; 
Mar. 2-p. 80; Mar. 23-p. 71; Mar. 30-p. 200; 
Apr. 6-p. 69; Apr. 27-p. 73; May 4-p. 70; 
eae 77; May 25-pp. 90, 91; June 8 
p 

Ship construction: Feb. 23-p. 85; Mar. 
70; June 22-p. 70. 

Ship registry transfer policy, House hearings 
on: Apr. 6-p. 82. 


Subsidies for ships, shipping: Feb. 9-p. 16; 
Mar. 16-p. 70; Apr. 6-p. 73; May 18-p. 77. 


16-p. 
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American Coal Shipping, Inc., suit against by 
stevedore firm: Mar. 2-p. 18; union con- 
tract case: Mar. 2-p. 82. 

Arkansas fluxing limestone rail rate in- 
crease, I.C.C. order enjoined: Jan. 12-p. 
66; Supreme Court asked to evaluate: June 
29-p. 79. 


Baltimore Shippers Receivers Cooperative, 
agent of fined $13,000 for soliciting con- 
cessions: Jan. 19-p. 71. 

Boston equalization of rail rates, district 
court denies: June 29-p. 18. 


Cc 


Carbon black rate case: Mar. 16-p. 72. x 

Chicago passenger transfer case: June 1-p. 72. 

Cudahy Packing Co., business diversification 
case: Jan. 5-p. 25. 


D 


Delaware & Hudson Railroad Corp., damages 
awarded to in accident case: June 22- 


p. Ti. 


E 
Eggs, damage tolerance ruling: June 15-p. 64. 


F 


Florida refrigerator car charge increase case 
appealed: Jan. 12-p. 65. 

Freight absorption case: Mar. 2-p. 82. 

Freight charge collection case, appeal: June 
15-p. 78. 


G 


Georgia right-to-work case: June 22-p. 33. 
Great Lakes water diversion case: Feb. 2- 
p. 83. 


H 


‘Hot cargo’ cases: Mar. 16-p. 27; May 18- 

p. 77; May 25-p. 91; June 1-p. 73. 
i 

International Brotherhood of Teamsters, see 
‘Teamsters’ Union’. . 

1C.C. modified procedure cases, district 
court ruling that hearing examiner must 
preside: Mar. 9-p. 24. j 

I.c.C. order in Arkansas fluxing stone case 
enjoined: Jan. 12-p. 66. - 

1L.c.c. order in Baltimore-Philadelphia ‘port 
parity’ case upheld: Jan. 12-p. 66. 

I.C.C. power over motor carrier rights based 
on consideration of existing carrier serv- 
ices: Mar. 9-p. 72. 

I.C.C. power to extend carrier temporary op- 
erating rights, Supreme Court upholds: 
June 8-p. 81. : 

I.C.C. power to require rate reduction on 
undue preference and prejudice basis: 
May l1l1-p. 75. 

I.C.C. ruling asked on statute of limitations 
in tariff provisions case: Mar. 23-p. 14. 
I.C.C. ruling in bus line broker rights: Mar. 

9-p. 73. 

Pg ore, imported, rail rate equalization 
at ports enjoined: Jan. 12-p. 66; May 4- 
p. 70. 


L 


Leasing rule, 30-day, Baltimore court re- 
straining order against: Apr. 13-p. 89. 


M 


Matson Navigation Co. and Encinal Ter- 
minals, formation of stevedoring company: 
June 29-p. 79. 

Military household goods 
Albuquerque, N.M.: Mar. 
Motor carrier enforcement cases, notice of 
by I.C.C.: Feb. 9-p. 78; Apr. 20-p. 86. 
Motor carrier safety violation by partner- 

ship: Mar. 9-p. 72. 


Motor contract carrier rules 
state vs. federal: June l-p. 72. 

Motor-rail service cases, N.I1.T. League in- 
tervention in: Feb. 16-p. 82. 


N 


New York Central Railroad, station change 
at Chicago blocked: Jan. 5-p. 57. 

New York, Ontario & Western Railroad, 
closing down and service allocation to 
other lines: Apr. 6-p. 75. 

New York port strike, end of injunction 
period: Jan. 5-p. 20; Jan. 19-p. 86. 

Non-scheduled airline exemption case, re- 
mand to C.A.B. upheld: Mar. 30-p. 204. 

Norris-LaGuardia act, strike injunction sta- 
tus, court ruling on: Mar. 30-p. 204. 

North American Airlines, use of ‘American’ 
in name: Jan. 12-p. 63; Feb. 2-p. 83; 
revocation case: Apr. 27-p. 75. 


anti-trust suit, 
9-p. 72. 


application, 


°o 


Ocean shipping conference dual rate case: 
Mar. 9-p. 72; Mar. 30-p. 202. ‘ 
Ohio coal rate case; June 22-p. 71. 


P 


Pacific Westbound Conference, port equaliza- 
tion practices, affirmed by U.S. Court of 
Appeals: June 29-p. 79. 

Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., I.C.C. exemp- 
tion order sustained: June 1-p. 73. 

—— aes tolls case: Apr. 20-p. 86; May 

-p. 20. 

Parmelee Transportation Co., successor to, 
=_a ordinance case: Jan. 26-p. 61; May 

Pennsylvania Motor Truck Assn., rail anti- 
trust suit: Feb. 2-p. 82. 

Picketing, court power to issue injunction 
—, upheld by Supreme Court: June 

-p. ‘ 

Pipe rates, injunction against reduction in 
attacked in Supreme Court: Jan. 12-p. 66; 
Mar. 30-p. 202. 

‘Port parity’ in rail rates on iron ore: Jan. 
12-p. 66; May 4-p. 70. 


Rail _ act violations fines: June 15- 
p. ; 

Rail employee discharged for joining un- 
recognized union, Supreme Court decision: 
Mar. 2-p. 82. 

Rail ‘land-grant’ 
May l1l-p. 76. 

Rail ‘large car’ charges: Feb. 2-p. 82. 

Rail merger affirmed: June 1-p. 73. 

Rail per diem charges suit: Feb. 9-p. 77. 

—_— ‘en charges: Mar. 2-p. 81; Mar. 

-p. 72. 


rate adjustment ruling: 


—s 


Rail safety violation fines: Jan. 26-p. 30; 
Mar. 9-p. 72; Apr. 20-p. 85; May 11-p. 76; 
May 18-p. 79; June 8-p. 83. 

Rail ‘union shop’ clause, Georgia Supreme 
Court upholds workers’ right to challen:e: 
June 22-p. 33 Ba 

Railway Express teamster strike injunction: 
May 4-p. 20 


Ss 


Southern Railway Co., Lincoln Green Den. 
“ye Forest accounts case: Feb. 2- 
p. ; 

State court jurisdiction in ‘hot cargo’ cases 
questioned, Supreme Court appeal by 
Teamsters Union: May 25-p. 91. 

Jon, 


Steel landing mats, reparations case: 
19-p. 14. 
Supreme Court cases, disposition of: June 
29-p. 80. 
T 


Teamsters’ Union, suit by W.J. Dillner C».: 
Jan. 26-p. 61; G.T.W. RR lumber strife: 
Mar. 30-p. 202; Apr. 27-p. 75; Americin 
Iron ‘hot cargo’ case: May 18-p. 77. 

Texas ‘right to work’ case: Mar. 9-p. "1; 
Mar. 30-p. 204. 

Transfer Service, Inc., of Chicago, city (i- 
censing case: Jan. 26-p. 61. 


U 
Union Pacific Railroad land grant appeal: 
Apr. 13-p. 71; oilwell drilling case: Apr, 
13-p. 72. 
WwW 
Water carrier dual-rate case: Feb. 9-p. 77 
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Adams, Joseph P., appointed aviation con- 
sultant to Senate aviation subcommittee: 
Feb. 23-p. 100. 

Administrative agency 
27-p. 27. 

‘Administrative practices’ reorganization 
bills: Jan. 26-p. 64; Feb. 2-p. 85. 

Administrative procedure act changes bills: 
Jan. 12-p. 74; House ‘watch dog’ bill: 
Feb. 2-p. 90. 

—— exemption, bill to amend: Mar. 

-p. ; 

Air carriers, foreign, bill to restrict permits 
for: Apr. 20-p. 89. 

Aircraft equipment purchase proposal by 
C.A.B.: June 8-p. 88; June 22-p. 74. 

Aircraft ‘rapid’ tax amortization certificates, 
bill proposing: May 1l-p. 90. 

ae supersonic damage bill: 
p. ; 

Airline subsidy cuts: Apr. 27-p. 78. 

Airline ticket brokerage bill: June 15-p. 84. 

Airlines, all-cargo domestic, bill to grant 
permanent operating rights: Mar. 9-p. 74; 
Apr. 13-p. 83; Apr. 20-p. 94; May 4-p. 18. 

Airlines, commercial, use of by military, 
proposal by Sec. of Defense: June 29- 


investigation: Apr. 


Feb. 23- 


p. 86. 
Airlines, small, bill to create equipment loan 


insurance: June 15-p. 88. 

Air mail bill: Feb. 9-p. 86. 

Air operations user tax proposal: 
p. 86. 

Air services, agents, bills on: Jan. 26-p. 66. 

Air Transport Association, objection to cor- 
porate tax rise bill: Mar. 30-p. 232; air- 
lift plan for M.A.T.S.: June 22-p. 75. 

Airways Modernization Board: Apr. 20-p. 
98; May 25-p. 106; June 8-p. 89; June 15- 


p. 85. 
Alaska Railroad bill: Jan. 12-p. 81; Mar. 2- 
p. 88. 
Alaska shipping proposal: June 22-p. 74. 
Alaska shipping regulation, amendment to 
I.C. act proposed: Feb. 2-p. 88; June 22- 
6 


Apr. 13- 


Pp. : 

Alaska statehood bill amended to continue 
F.M.B. jurisdiction: Apr. 27-p. 82. 

Alaska, temporary Canadian vessel service 
bill: Feb. 2-p. 86. 

Alaska transportation by Canadian ships, 
exemption bill: Jan. 26-p. 64. 

Alaska-U.S. permanent air right bills: May 
ll-p. 88; May 25-p. 108; June 15-p. 84. 

Anti-discrimination bills: Jan. 26-p. 67. 

Anti-segregation bills: Jan. 19-p. 78; Feb. 
2-p. 90; Feb. 9-p. 87. 

Anti-trust cases, bill to establish court to 
decide: June 22-p. 75. 

Anti-trust law, bills to strengthen: Jan. 19- 
p. 74; bill to amend: Jan. 19-p. 78. 

Anti-trust legislation, report on by House 
subcommittee: Feb. 9-p. 79. 


ae ae policy, bill to spell out: June 15- 

p. ; 

——s court relief notice proposal: June 

-p. 77. 

Appropriations for transport agencies: Jan. 
19-pp. 19, 81; Feb. 2-p. 17; Mar. 16-p. 26; 
Mar. 23-p. 17; Mar. 30-pp. 224, 228; Apr. 
13-pp. 77, 78, 81, 85, 96; Apr. 27-p. 78; 
May 18-p. 20; May 25-p. 106; June 1-pp. 
15, 17, 78; June 8-p. 90; June 15-pp. 18, 
27; June 22-pp. 75, 77; June 29-pp. 18, 88. 

Australia, requests new U.S. air rights: June 
8-p. 85. 

Aviation bills: Jan. 12-p. 78. 


Beet growers question in 
portunity’ 
15-p. 85. 

Belgium, sale of liberty 
p. 88. 

Bills on transportation introduced in first 
week of Congress, digest of: Jan. 12-p. 69. 

Bills on transportation, introduced, passed, 
etc.: Jan. 12-pp. 69, 70, 72, 74, 76, 78, 81; 
Jan. 26-pp. 61, 62, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69; Feb. 
2-pp. 86, 88, 90, $1, 92; Feb. 9-pp. 81, 83, 
84, 85, 86, 87; Feb. 16-pp. 84, 86, 87, 88; 
Feb. 23-pp. 94, 95, 100, 101; Mar. 2-pp. 87, 
88, 89; Mar. 16-pp. 78, 84, 85; Mar. 23-pp. 
74, 75, 78, 80, 81, 82; Apr. 6-pp. 76, 80, 81, 
82, 83, 84; Apr. 13-pp. 77, 80, 81, 83, 85, 86, 
87; Apr. 20-pp. 86, 89, 90, 94, 96, 102, 106, 108; 
Apr. 27-pp. 80, 82, 84; May 4-pp. 81, 83, 84; 
May 1l1-pp. 79, 80, 82, 88, 90, 94; May 18- 
pp. 84, 86, 88, 97, 98, 99, 100; May 25-pp. 
17, 96, 98, 102, 104, 106, 107, 108, 109; June 
l-pp. 77, 78, 79, 80; June 8-pp. 84, 85, 88, 
89, 90; June 15-pp. 84, 85, 86, 88, 89; June 
22-p. 37, 74, 75, 76, 77; June 29-pp. 83, 84, 
86, 88, 89. 

Boston & Providence RR Corp. reorganiza- 
tion bill: June I1-p. 79. 

‘Bricker’ bill to clarify aeronautics act: Jan. 
26-p. 67. 

Bridge construction bill by Sen. Chavez: 
Mar. 2-p. 89. 


Budget cuts, letter from Pres. Eisenhower 
to Speaker of House: Apr. 27-p. 82. 


c 


‘Cabinet committee’ bills, hearings, etc.: 
Feb. 9-p. 84; Mar. 9-p. 22; Mar. 23-p. 81; 
Apr. 6-pp. 75, 76. 


Charter bus rights bill: June 15-p. 86. 


Civil aeronautics acts, bills to amend: Jan. 
19-p. 79; Mar. 23-p. 78. 


C.A.B. information ‘leakage’ hearing in 
Senate: May 25-p. 94; June 8-p. 89. 


C.A.B. members’ tenure-of-office bill: Mar. 
30-p. 220; June 15-p. 88; June 22-p. 76. 


Civil works bills: June 29-p. 88. 
Clarke, I.C.C. Chairman, letter to Senate 


‘equality-of-op- 
freight absorption bill: June 


Ships to: June 8- 
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gubouepentsane on motor carrier bills: June 
l-p. 76. 
4l research program, House subcommittee 
vearing on: Mar. 30-p. 230. 
Common carrier lability, bill to extend: 
Mar. 30-p. 230. 
npilation of federal laws and court deci- 
ions oes carriers, bill on: June 8- 
p. 21, 86. 


( tract motor carrier rate filing bill, passed 
ver by Senate: May 25-p. 19. 


aware River bill: Feb. 9-p. 86. 

»t. of Defense airlift service consolidation 
nder one manager, report on to House 
ibcommittee: May 4-p. 82. 

nking aloft’ bills: Jan. 12-p. 78. 


E 
ty-fifty Congress, opening of first ses- 
1: Jan. 5-p. 20. 
ality of opportunity’ bills: Jan. 19-p. 


Mar. 16-p. 83; Mar. 23-p. 76. 

utive transportation department under 

binet member ‘Younger’ bill to estab- 
Jan. 26-p. 68; Feb. 2-p. 42. 

arte 206 hearings requested for Boston 
New England congressmen: Apr. 20- 

30. 


F 
F ‘al agencies, reorganization of by Presi- 
t, favorably reported by Senate: June 
90. 
i; ral agency rules, records, etc., publica- 
of bills introduced in House: May 
104. 


F il budget estimate: Mar. 16-p. 23. 

} il government spending, report on by 
izressional subcommittee: June 29-p. 88. 

I al Maritime Board, bill to make an 
jependent agency: Jan. 12-p. 74. 


} a, transportation tax repeal petition: 
8-p. 88. 
I ia utilities, change from oil to coal, 


osal by Sen. Morton: Apr. 20-p. 107. 
F ion ship service bills: Mar. 9-p. 74. 
} h section’ bill, House report on: June 
86. 
I enterprise’ bill: Mar. 2-p. 88. 


F ht charge absorption, Rep. Patman 
atement on: Mar. 23-p. 76; bill on: June 
15-p. 85. 
Freight forwarder licensing, bills on: Apr. 
20-p. 89; June 29-p. 88. 
Fruehauf Trailer Co.—Associated Transport 
yan to Dave Beck, Senate query on: May 
\8-p. 86. 
G 


General Accounting Office, collections on 
freight overcharges against government: 
Mar. 23-p. 82. 

General Services Administration, freight bill 
savings through rate negotiations: Mar. 
23-p. 79. 

‘Good faith’ price discrimination bill: June 
29-p. 84. 

Gore, Sen., of Tennessee, report on trans- 
port firms’ political contributions; Apr. 20- 
p. 102. 

Great Lakes basin compact Dill: 
p. 78. 

Great Lakes navigation rules bill: May 11l- 
p. 82. 

Great Lakes ports, testimony on deepening 
of by Army Engineers: June 8-p. 87. 


Great Lakes water diversion bill, see ‘Lake 
Michigan .. .’ 


Mar. 9- 


Harbor channel ‘inadequacies,’ testimony on 
it Senate committee hearing: May 1l-p. 94. 
Harris, Rep., of Ark., citing of Traffic World 
article in House rate hearing: Apr. 13-p. 
86; transport policy remarks: Apr. 20-p. 90. 


Hector, Louis J., C.A.B. member hearing in 
Senate: Mar. 2-p. 18; confirmed: Apr. 6-p. 


yj 


od, 


Heliport study bill: Feb. 2-p. 86. 

Highway program, bills, hearings, reports: 
Jan. 12-p. 70; Jan. 19-pp. 80, 81; Feb. 2-p. 
90; Apr. 20-p. 89; May 4-p. 83. 

House anti-trust subcommittee, hearings on 
corporate merger notification rules: Mar. 
9-p. 76; Mar. 16-p. 82. 


House excise tax subcommittee, ways and 
means committee, report by: Jan. 19-p. 83; 
renamed: Jan. 26-p. 64. 


House merchant marine and fisheries com- 
mittee: Jan. 19-p. 15. 


House interstate and foreign commerce com- 
mittee, investigations appropriation: Feb. 
¥-pp. 20, 84; I.C.C. hearings: Mar. 2-p. 86; 

C, act change bills: Apr. 6-p. 76; Apr. 

}-pp. 19, 23, 29, 91; digest of ‘cabinet com- 
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mittee’ bill testimony: Mar. 23-p. 81; legis- 
lative roundup: June 22-p. 37; Subcom- 
mittees—law administration by regulatory 
agencies, study; Feb. 9-p. 84; three formed: 
Mar. 2-p. 86; legislative oversight: Mar. 9-p. 
16; traffic safety: Mar. 9-p. 83; Mar. 16- 


p. 80. 

House small business committee, subcom- 
mittee report on executive influence over 
regulatory agencies: Jan. 5-p. 17; trans- 
port tax repeal request: Jan. 26-p. 64; 
report: Feb. 9-p. ‘ 

House standing committees, Democratic 
members chosen for election: Jan. 12-p. 74; 
election: Jan. 26-p. 67. 

House ways and means committee, delay in 
consideration of transport tax repeal bills: 
Apr. 13-p. 21. 


Industrialization Commission, bill to create: 
Mar. 16-p. 84. 

Information to the public, bill to amend: 
Jan. 19-p. 76. 

Inter-American highway appropriation pro- 
posals: June 8-p. 89. 

Interoceanic Canals Commission, bill to 
establish: Jan. 26-p. 66. 

I.C. act, bills to amend: Jan 19-pp. 72, 76, 
80; Feb. 9-p. 85; Mar. 9-p. 76; Mar. 30-p. 
224; Apr. 6-pp. 15, 76; Apr. 13-pp. 19, 23, 
29, 91; Apr. 20-pp. 27, 86, 90; Apr. 27-pp. 
19, 75; May 4-p. 83; May 1l-p. 82; May 
18-p. 100; June 15-pp. 17, 23. 

I.C.C. accounting rules, House subcommittee 
study of: Mar. 16-p. 77. 

I.C.C., Alaska shipping jurisdiction: Feb. 2- 
D- “" Feb. 16-p. 20; Mar. 9-p. 82; June 
-p. A 

I.C.C. annual report, legislative reecommenda- 
tions introduced: Feb. 2-p. 88. 

I.C.C., appropriation bill: June 15-p. 27. 

I.C.C. budget, testimony by Chairman Clarke 
at House hearing: Mar. 16-p. 26. 

I.C.C. draft bills: Feb. 16-p. 88. 

I.C.C., dropping of secrecy plans for rail ac- 
cident statistics: Feb. 23-p. 98. 

I.C.C. fees for services, House committee 
hearing on: Mar. 2-p. 86. 

I.C.C. legislative proposals, bills to imple- 
ment: Jan. 12-p. 69; Mar. 2-p. 87; Mar. 9- 
pp. 21, 78; Mar. 16-p. 84; Mar. 23-pp. 80, 
81; Mar. 30-p. 224; Apr. 13-p. 81; Apr. 20-p. 
94; May 1l-p. 82; May 18-pp. 20, 88; June 
1-p. 76; June 15-pp. 23, 88; June 29-p. 83. 

I.C.C. member nomination hearings: Feb. 
2-p. 88; Feb. 9-p. 81. 

I.c.C. motor carrier merger policies, Senate 
committee hearing on: June 15-p. 20. 

I.C.C., parcel post rate powers, bill on: June 
22-p. 77. 

I.C.C. power over intrastate rates, bill to 
cancel: May 25-p. 18. 

I.C.C., power to grant temporary authority, 
bill on: June 15-p. 85. 

I.C.C. —_— inspector employment bill: May 
4-p. 84. 

I.c.C. safety legislation proposals, Senate 
hearing on: Mar. 23-p. 81. 

I.C.C. to be defendant in suits attacking 
I.C.C. orders iinstead of U.S., proposal: 
June 29-p. 81. 

I.C. safety act violation penalties, bill to 
increase: May l1l-p. 17. 

Investigations of problems relating to inter- 
state and foreign commerce, bills to au- 
thorize: Jan. 19-p. 76. 


J 


Joint committee on internal revenue taxa- 
tion, report by on O.D.M. ‘quickie’ tax 
writeoffs transmitted by Sen. Byrd: Jan. 
5-p. 23. 

Joint committee on defense production, an- 
nual report: Feb. 2-p. 40. 


L 

Labor disputes, government powers over, bill 
by Sen. Morse: Feb. 16-p. 84. 

Lake Michigan water diversion bills: Jan. 
12-p. 78; Jan. 19-p. 80; Jan. 26-p. 67; 
Feb. 16-p. 86; Mar. 16-p. 80; Apr. 13-p. 81; 
Apr. 20-p. 102; May 11-p. 94; May 25-p. 109. 

Liquor advertising, bill to prohibit: Jan. 19- 
p. 85. 

Lobbyists, transportation, 
Mar. 23-p. 81 


registration of: 


M 

Magnuson, Sen., reports, recommendations, 
etc.; Jan. 12-p. 80. 

Mail diversion, rail to truck, Senate com- 
— hearings on: Mar. 30-p. 220; May 4- 
p. 83. 

Marine terminal use by government, bill on: 
Mar. 9-p. 78. 

Maritime bills: Jan. 12-p. 74. 

Maritime cargo share proposal by Sen. But- 
ler: May 25-p. 63. 

Maritime problems hearing by House com- 

mittee: Mar. 23-p. 79. 








Maritime studies resolution: Feb. 9-p. 87. 

Medals of honor for highway heroism, bill 
on: May 25-pp. 17, 108. 

Merchant marine act, bills to amend: Jan. 
19-p. 82; Mar. 9-p. 78; May 1l-p. 88. 

Merchant marine investigations resolution: 
Mar. 2-p. 88. 

Merchant ship priority system, presidential 
authority to set up, bill on: Mar. 30-p. 226. 

Merchant vessel priorities, request by Sec. 
Weeks for standby law; Feb. 2-p. 90. 

Merger notification bill hearings: Mar. 9-p. 

hag a 16-p. 82; Apr. 13-p. 80; May 25- 


p. 5 

Military Air Transport Service, budget cut 
request: Mar. 30-p. 224; Hoover Commis- 
sion recommendations: Apr. 13-p. 85; 
financing hearings: May 1l-p. 92; ap- 
propriation: June 1-pp. 17, 78. 

Military cargoes, shipment of through com- 
mercial terminals: June 8-p. 85; June 29- 


p. " 

Military Sea Transportation Service, testi- 
~~ og at House committee hearing: May 

-p. , 

Military stevedoring and terminal services 
bill: Mar. 2-p. 88. 

ae Valley highway bill: Jan. 26- 
p. 64. 

Motor carrier employe overtime exemptions, 
Senate subcommittee study of: Mar. 9- 


p. 81. 

Motor carrier finance transactions, I.C.C. 
jurisdiction in, bill passed by House: May 
25-p. 108. 

Motor carrier issuance of ‘arbitrary’ par value 
stock: June 29-p. 81. 

Motor carrier lien recording by I.C.C., testi- 
mony before Senate subcommittee: June 
29-p. 81. 

Motor contract carrier minimum rate re- 
duction ‘gimmicks’, Senate subcommittee 
hearing: Apr. 20-p. 25; May 4-p. 81. 

~~ — operations regulation bill: June 

-p. 88. 

Motor carrier registration bill: Mar. 30-p. 
216; Apr. 6-p. 81; Apr. 13-p. 23; May 11- 
p. 88; May 18-p. 20; May 25-p. 107; June 
22-p. 74. 

Motor carrier routing, bill introduced: June 
29-p. 84. 

Motor carrier theft bill: Mar. 9-p. 76. 

Motor contract carrier rate filing bill, 
Senate amendment: May 25-p. 98. 

Motor contract carrier, redefinition opposed 
at Senate hearing: May 18-p. 88; com- 
promise bill: June 29-p. 86. 


National Defense Transportation Day, resolu- 
tion designating: Jan. 19-p. 84; Jan. 26-p. 
31; May 4-p. 20. 

National Transportation Week, joint resolu- 
tion: Feb. 16-p. 84 


Netherlands air agreement negotiations, sus- 
pension asked: Apr. 6-p. 79. 

New Jersey senate bill to regulate intrastate 
motor freight, opposed by N.J. Industrial 
Traffic League: June 1-p. 79. 

New York harbor improvement appropria- 
tion proposal: May 18-p. 98. 

Nominations to federal posts by President: 
Jan. 19-p. 30; Mar. 9-pp. 74, 78; Mar. 16- 
pp. 79, 85; Mar. 23-p. 74; Mar. 30-p. 23; 
Apr. 6-p. 82; May 4-p. 82; June 8-p. 88; 
June 15-p. 85; June 22-p. 75. 

Northeast Airlines, hearing on ‘leak’ in 
C.A.B. decision to license: Apr. 27-p. 80. 


°o 


Ocean shipping ‘50-50’ law praised: Mar. 23- 

p. 75. 

O.D.M. tax amortization program testimony: 
Mar. 9-p. 82; bill to limit ‘quick tax’ cer- 
tificate issued: Apr. 13-p. 86. 

Oklahoma navigation and industrial boom, 
statement on by Sen. Kerr: Mar. 23-p. 78. 


p 


Panama Canal, resolution authorizing inves- 
tigation of: Jan. 26-p. 69; ‘less legislation’ 
urged: Feb. 2-p. 29; sea-level plan: Apr. 27- 
p. 82; costs: June 8-p. 84. 

Panama Canal Railroad. continuation of 
recommended in report: Jan. 12-p. 78. 


Pan American World Airways mail pay in- 
vestigation: May 1l-p. 80; June 8-p. 89. 

Parcel post, bill to restore old size, weight: 
Jan. 12-p. 72; cost increase authority: 
June l1-p. 80. 

Passenger schedules, bill to require both 
day light and standard time listings: Apr. 
6-p. 84. 

Per diem, penalty, I.C.C. request for power 
to assess in emergencies: Jan. 26-p. 61; 
bill introduced: Feb. 2-p. 86; House hear- 
ing: May 4-p. 23. 

Pest-control bill providing destruction of 
conveyances: Apr. 27-p. 82. 
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Political campaign contributions by trans- 
ag * ee report by Sen. Gore: Apr. 20- 
p. ‘ 

Port loan proposal: June 22-p. 77. 

Post Office Dept. appropriation: Feb. 23-p. 
100; May 18-p. 83; mail diversion state- 
ment: Mar. 30-p. 220. 

Poultry inspection by carriers, bill on: Mar. 
9-p. 80; Mar. 16-p. 85; Mar. 30-p. 224; Apr. 
13-p. 87. 

Practicing before I.C.C. bill to make eligible 
certain bar members: Jan. 19-p. 81. 

President Eisenhower, discussion with Con- 
gressional leaders on programs to be pre- 
sented to new Congress: Jan. 5-p. 37. 

Presidential advisory committee bills. 
‘Weeks committee’ bills. 

Pyle, James T., nomination as administra- 
= —— aeronautics: Feb. 9-p. 86; Feb. 

-p. g 


see 


Q 


Quarantine inspection of ships, 24-hour 
basis, funds and legislation for: Jan. 19- 
p. 81; Feb. 9-p. 83; Feb. 16-p. 82; Feb. 23- 
p. 96; Apr. 20-p. 98; Apr. 27-p. 80; May 25- 
p. 102; June 1-p. 79; June 22-p. 75; June 
29-p. 89. 


ag erent investigation resolution: Feb. 

-p. 92. 

Rail accounting methods, hearing on: Apr. 
6-p. 17; May 4-p. 79; May 1l-p. 78. 

Rail-air mail transport study: June 22-p. 74. 

Rail train brake rules bill: June 15-p. 88; 
June 29-p. 88. 


Rail circuitous-direct route rates bill: May 
ll-p. 90. 3 
Rail competitive through routes, bill to 


preserve: Apr. 13-p. 79; May 25-p. 107. 

Rail ‘drought rates’ on hay, House resolu- 
tion introduced: Feb. 2-p. 91. 

Rail mail subsidy allegation at Senate hear- 
ing ’ mail diversion: May 4-p. 83; May 18- 
p. 83. 

Rail passenger deficit, 
Apr. 27-p. 19. 

Rail passenger service abandonments, inves- 
tigation proposed: Mar. 30-p. 230. 

Rail property depreciation tax, legislative 
proposal by A.A.R.: Apr. 20-p. 106. 

Rail reorganization bill: June 1-p. 79. 

Rail safety bills: Jan. 12-p. 72; Mar. 30- 
pp. 216, 230. 

= — line route cancellation bill: Mar. 

-p. 76, 

Rail stockholders assent proposal: June 8-p. 
90; June 29-p. 81. 

Rail subsidies, study of discussed at Senate 
hearing: Apr. 20-p. 27. 

Rail timetables, bill to provide daylight and 
standard time printings: Apr. 20-p. 104. 
Rail track motorcar regulation bill: Apr. 

6-p. 76. 

Rail unions invited to join economic policy 
hearing: May 1l1l-p. 79. 

Railroad retirement act, bills to amend: 
Jan, 12-p. 70; Jan. 26-p. 67; Feb. 2-p. 90; 
Feb. 9-p. 86; Feb. 16-p. 86; Feb. 23-p. 101; 
Mar. 2-p. 88; Mar. 9-p. 74; Mar. 23-p. 177; 
Mar. 16-p. 79; Apr. 6-p. 84; May 4-p. 81; 
May ll-p. 80; June l1-p. 77. 

Railroad retirement benefits, bills to in- 
crease: Mar. 30-p. 226; Apr. 27-p. 84; May 
18-p. 97. 

Railroad Retirement Board fund request: 
May 4-p. 83; grant: May l1l-p. 79. 

Rate suit filing time limit bill, passed over 
in Senate: May 25-p. 18. 


Regulatory agency operations study by House 
subcommittee: June 1-p. 21; jurisdiction 
in anti-trust cases: Feb. 9-p. 79. 


Reorganization act of 1949, extension of: Apr. 
6-p. 81. 

‘Right-to-work’ amendment, failure to at- 
tach to civil rights bill: June 22-p. 77. 

Rivers and harbors bill: Jan. 19-p. 82; Mar. 
30-p. 226. 

Robinson-Patman anti-price discrimination 
act, bill to strengthen: Jan. 12-p. 76. 


s 
Safety travel study: June 8-p. 90. 


St. Lawrence Seaway loan limit authority 
bills: Apr. 13-p. 90; Apr. 20-p. 96; May 11- 
p. 20; June 22-p. 75; June 29-p. 86; impact 
study proposal: Apr. 20-p. 102. 


Secrecy in government activities, 
change: Apr. 27-p. 84. 


Sec. 4, I.C. act, bills to amend: Jan. 12-p. 
69; Jan. 26-p. 64; May 25-pp. 20, 96. 


Sec. 11, Clayton anti-trust act, bill to 
amend: June 29-p. 81. 


Sec. 22 of interstate commerce act, bills to 
amend, etc.: Jan. 19-pp. 72, 80; Jan. 26-p. 
62; Apr. 27-p. 75; May 1l-p. 88; May 25-p. 
92; June 15-pp. 17, 82, 84. 

Section 214 of I.C. act, bill to amend: Jan. 
19-p. 72. 


Senate hearing on: 


bills to 


Segregation bill introduced in House: Jan. 
12-p. 70 


Senate anti-trust subcommittee, hearing on 


oaneity of opportunity’ bills: Mar. 16- 
p. 83. 
Senate aviation subcommittee, letter to 


F.C.C. inquiring into radio, TV rights sale 
to air-line subsidiary: Feb. 2-p. 28. 

Senate interstate and foreign commerce 
committee, investigations appropriations: 
Feb. 2-p. 17; M.S.T.S. competition state- 
ment: Feb. 2-p. 34; members appointed: 
Feb. 2-p. 91; I.C.C. legislative proposals 
hearing: Mar. 9-p. 21; new foreign com- 
merce committee: May 25-p. 102; legisla- 
tive roundup: June 22-p. 37. 

Senate small business committee, motor 
carrier studies: Feb. 16-p. 29; May 25-p. 
102; annual report: Feb. 16-p. 29. 

‘Shall nots’ bills: Mar. 9-p. 22; Mar. 30-p. 
224; Apr. 6-pp. 15, 76; Apr. 13-pp. 19, 91; 
Apr. 20-p. 86; May 18-p. 99. 

Shipbuilding at Great Lakes yards bill: 
Mar. 9-p. 81. 

Shipbuilding ‘favoritism’ by Navy, memorial 
on from Oregon: June 1-p. 80. 

Ship charter restriction bill: Mar. 9-p. 74. 

Ship priority bill: Feb. 9-p. 86. 

Ship quarantine inspection, see ‘Quarantine 
inspection .. .’ 

Ship sales to foreign countries: May 11-p. 
94; June 8-p. 89. 

Ship ‘trade-in’, bill to accelerate: Jan. 26-p. 
67; House hearing on trade-in allowances: 
Feb. 9-p. 85. 

Shipping trade routes, reappraisal proposed 
by Sen. Magnuson: Jan. 12-p. 80. 

Ship transfer to foreign registry, bill on: 
Mar. 16-p. 84; Apr. 6-p. 82. 


Small Business Administration, loan program 
expansion bill: Feb. 2-p. 88; Feb. 9-p. 84; 
May 4-p. 84; regulatory studies proposal: 
June 8-p. 89; bill to make permanent 
agency: June 22-p. 75; June 29-p. 88. 

Standing committees of House and Senate, 
members chosen: Jan. 19-p. 80 


State agencies’ jurisdiction in certain in- 
terstate matters, bill to permit: May 11- 
p. 82. 


‘State’s rights’ bill, by Rep. Smith: Jan. 19- 
p. 82. 


Surplus farm commodity overseas shipment 
program, Senate bill: Feb. 16-p. 86. 


T 


Tallamay, Bertram D., nomination as federal 
highway administrator confirmed by Sen- 
ate: Feb. 9-p. 85. 

Tanker charter by Navy, 
tion: Feb. 23-p. 101. 


Tax study commission, bill proposing, by 
Sen. Wiley: Mar. 9-p. 78; Mar. 16-p. 79. 
Taxes on transportation, bills and proposals 


proposed legisla- 


LABOR 


A 


Air Carrier Mechanics Assoc.—Riddle Air- 
lines, Inc., employe promotion plan: June 
8-p. 91. 

Air Line Pilots’ Assoc., Pan American World 
Airways dispute: Feb. 16-p. 88; dividend 
declared: May 25-p. 57. 

American Coal Shipping, Inc., maritime un- 
ions disputes: Feb. 9-p. 23; Feb. 23-p. 45. 

Atlantic and Gulf ports, new labor contract 
negotiations: Jan. 26-p. 18. 


Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, announces ‘sea- 
sonal’ employ layoff: June 8-p. 38. 

Boston & Maine Railroad maintenance 
workers, ‘wildcat’ strike: June 8-p. 90. 

Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, de- 
mands. etc.: Jan. 12-p. 25: Mar. 2-p. 92; 
Apr. 20-p. 53; May 11-p. 96; June 22-p. 77. 

Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and En- 
ginemen, demands, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 31; Jan. 
19-p. 35; Mar. 2-p. 92; May 1l-p. 96. 

Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Em- 
ployes, Pennsylvania RR strike: Apr. 13-p. 
96. 


Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, demands, 
etc.: Jan. 12-p. 25; Jan. 19-p. 14; Jan. 26- 
p. 69; Feb. 2-p. 92; Feb. 9-p. 87; Feb. 16-p. 
19; Feb. 23-p. 21; Mar. 2-pp. 82, 90; Mar. 
23-pp. 83, 85; Mar. 30-pp. 204, 234; Apr. 
13-p. 87. 

neue. G.L., of Bro. of Locomotive Engineers, 
speech: June 8-p. 43. 


c 


C.&N.W. RR.-union agreement on 
pay: Jan. 19-p. 15. 

Committee for Companies and Agents, At- 
lantic and Gulf Coasts: June 22-p. 78. 


‘lay-off’ 


to repeal or change: Jan. 12-pp. 72, 31; 
Jan. 19-p. 81; Jan. 26-pp. 64, 69; Feb. 2-p, 
90; Feb. 9-pp. 83, 86; Feb. 16-p. 84; Mar, 
9-p. 73; Mar. 23-pp. 75, 80; Mar. 30-pp. 226, 
230; Apr. 6-pp. 80, 83; Apr. 13-p. 86; Apr, 
20-pp. 21, 94; May 11-pp. 20, 88; May 25-p, 
108; June 8-p. 90; June 29-p. 83; review of 
bills: Feb. 23-p. 91. 

Tax exemption on military travel: June 15. 
p. 86; June 29-p. 88. 

Tennessee River navigation project resc)u- 
tion: Apr. 13-p. 85. 

Texas-west coast oil pipeline, Senate ar ti- 
iy subcommittee hearing on: ay 
ll-p. 88. 

Time, bills on: Jan. 12-p. 74. 

TMT Trailer Ferry, Inc., hiring of wife of 
Virgin Islands Corp., president, hearing on: 
Mar. 30-p. 222; purchase of reserve ships, 
bills to authorize: June 1l-p. 78. 

Transportation legislation review: Mar. :6- 
p. 73. 

Transportation World’s Fair, resolutions «u- 
thorizing: Jan. 19-p. 78; Feb. 2-p. 90. 

Transport census, appropriation for denied 
by House committee: Apr. 13-p. 77. 

Transport regulation laws, bill for compiia- 
tion of: Jan. 26-p. 64. 

Truck driver overtime 


exemption bil: 
June 1-p.80. ‘ 


U 


‘Union shop’ expansion bills: Feb. 2-p. 9% 

United Air Lines service to Salem, Ore.: 
Mar. 9-p. 74. 

U.S.-flag ships, transfer to foreign registry: 
June 22-pp. 70, 76. 

U.S. ships, sale of by government, bills in- 
troduced: June 29-p. 89. 


Vv 


Van Zandt, Rep., of Pa., statement on trans- 
portation taxes: Feb. 23-p. 91. 

Vetoes of overseas air route applications, 
bill to require report on to Congress: Apr. 
13-p. 85. 


Ww 


Wabash River barge channel survey: Apr, 
6-p. 75. 

Waterway improvements bills: Mar. 16-p. 78; 
Apr. 6-p. 81; area development project bill: 
May 4-p. 83. 

‘Weeks committee’ bills see 
mittee bills.’ 


Weeks, Sec. of Commerce, draft of House 
legislation on four-year extension of gov- 
ernment cargo vessel trading: Jan. 12- 
p. 81. 


Westinghouse Electric Corp., leasing of ware- 
houses to by navy: Feb. 23-p. 97 


Wyoming, protest against percentage freight 
rate increases: Mar. 16-p. 79. 


‘Cabinet com- 


NEWS 


F 


Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service, 
report on New York dock strike: Jan. 19- 
p. 86. 


G 
Government powers in labor disputes, bill by 
Sen. Morse: Fe. 16-p. 84. 


Gulf ports longshoremen dispute 
Feb. 2-p. 18. 


settled: 


Hudson & Manhattan Railroad, strike: Mar. 
30-p. 30; Apr. 13-p. 90. 


International Association of Machinists, 
agreement with Flying Tiger Line: Jan. 5- 
p. 58; demands: Mar. 30-p. 232; agreement 
with Air Line Pilots Assoc.: June 29-p. 27. 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, de- 
mands, etc.: Jan. 5-p. 58; G.T.W. RR lum- 
ber case: Apr. 27-p. 75; request by Michi- 
gan local for Supreme Court ruling: Mar. 
30-p. 202; ‘hot cargo cases: Mar. 16-p. 72; 
May 25-p. 91; suit by W.J. Dillner Co.: Jan. 
26-p. 61; injunction in Vogt, Inc., case: 
June 22-p. 71; Railway Express strike: Jan. 
26-p. 19; Feb. 2-p. 92: Mar. 23-p. 14; Mar. 
30-p. 232; Apr. 27-pp. 19, 25; May 4-pp. 
20, 84; May 1l-p. 94; June 1-p. 17; June 22- 
p. 77. 

International Longshoremen’s Association 
demands, etc.: Jan. 5-p. 20; Jan. 19-p. 26; 
Jan. 26-pp. 15, 18; Feb. 2-p. 18; Feb. 9-pp. 
20, 45; Feb. 16-pp. 19, 28; Feb. 23-pp. 21, 
34; Mar. 2-pp. 16, 44. 
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JANUARY TO JUNE, 1957 


L 


jongsoremen’s union, see 
Loneshoremen’s Association’, 


M 


‘International 


vfarine Engineers Beneficial Assoc., wage in- 
crease: June 22-p. 78. 

N 
‘ation.| Labor Relations Board, report on 
N.Y. lock strike: Jan. 19-p. 86. 
Tation: Maritime Union, contract with 
Amer can Coal Shipping, Inc.: 2-p. 


92; a reement: June 22-p. 78. 

‘ations! Mediation Board, I.C. Boyd nomi- 
natec by President as member: Jan. 19-p. 
74; ai nual report: Jan. 26-p. 71. 

ew Ycrk harbor tug and barge strike: Feb. 
g-pp. 20, 45; Feb. 16-p. 19; Mar. 16-p. 20. 
ew York Shipping Association, negotiations 
with .L.A.: Jan. 5-p. 20; Jan. 19-p. 86; Feb. 
2-p. 3; Feb. 16-p. 19 


.) 


rder of Bemeene Telegraphers, strike: Mar. 
30-p. 30. 

rder * Railway Conductors and Brakemen, 
dem ods, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 25; Jan. 19-p. 
14: wr. 13-p. 89; June 15-p. 20. 


R 
tail »therhoods invited to Congressional 


Railroad retirement benefits: June 22-p. 77. 

Railroad Retirement Board beneficiary ques- 
tionnaires: Mar. 23-p. 85. 

Railroad Yardmasters of America, demands, 
mag Jan. 12-p. 25; Feb. 23-p. 21; May 18- 


100. 
Ratiway sy Agency-Teamster dispute: 
e -p. 
Railway bake Executives’ Assn., employe 
protection in Spokane International case: 
Feb. 2-p. 66. 


S 
Salaries of transport union officials: 
8-p. 38. 
Switchmen’s Union of North America, de- 
mands, etc.: Jan. 12-p. 25; Jan. 19-p. 14; 
Mar. 16-p. 85. 


June 


T 


Teamsters’ Union, see ‘International Broth- 

‘ erhood of Teamsters’. 

Texas ‘right-to-work’ case, 
Mar. 30-p. 204. 

Transport Workers Union, strike: Mar. 30- 
p. 30; May 4-p. 84; May 1l-p. 94; meeting 
with P.R.R. locals: June 8-p. 38. 


U 


hogs shop’ expansion legislation: Feb. 2- 

p. 92. 

United Mine Workers of America, dispute 
with Toledo and Cleveland dock carriers: 
May 18-p. 100; June 15-p. 35. 

United Railroad Operating Crafts, rail em- 
ploye discharged for joining: Mar. 2-p. 82. 


judicial review: 


TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS 


econ mic policy hearing: May 1l-p. 79. 
‘ail c st-of-living wage increase: Apr. 27- 
p. 1s 
A 
ir interline transactions: Mar. 16-p. 86; 
Apr. 20-p. 111; June 8-p. 92. 
sir Materiel Command’s ‘Logair’ statistics: 
Mar. 16-p. 37. 
\ilr passenger-miles, safety: Jan. 5-p. 34. 
\irline revenues: May 4-p. 33. 
\ir traffic survey: Feb. 23-p. 49; Mar. 2-p. 94. 
\laska Railroad statistics: Feb. 23-p. 47. 
\uto and truck rental receipts: Jan. 19-p. 37. 
B 
Barge traffic: Apr. 20-p. 111. 
Cc 
Canadian carloadings: Jan. 12-p. 84; Jan. 
19-p. 89; Feb. 2-p. 92; Feb. 9-p. 90; Feb. 
23-p. 102; Mar. 2-p. 93; Mar. 9-p. 83; Mar. 
16-p. 86; Mar. 23-p. 90; Mar. 30-p. 234; 
Apr. 6-p. 84; Apr. 13-p. 87; Apr. 20-p. 109; 
i. 27-p. 88; May 1l-p. 98; May 18-p. 101; 
ay 


25-p. 110; June 8&-p. 92; June 15-p. 

91; June 22-p. 78; June 29-p. 92. 

Canadian harbor statistics: Apr. 20-p. 108. 

Canadian rail freight claims: Mar. 23-p. 33. 

Carloadings, annual: Jan. 12-p. 33. 

Carloading forecasts, quarterly: Jan. 12-p. 
30; Jan. 26-p. 34; Mar. 16-p. 32; Apr. 6-pp. 
18, 39; May 25-p. 110; June 15-p. 38; June 
22-p. 35; Jume 22-p. 43; June 29-p. 40. 

Carloadings, weekly; Jan. 12-pp. 18, 33; Jan. 
19-p. 16; Jan. 26-p. 18; Feb. 2-p. 17; Feb. 
16-p. 19; Feb. 23-p. 21; Mar. 2-p. 18; Mar. 
9-p. 18; Mar. 16-p. 18; Mar. 23-p. 15; Mar. 
30-p. 23; Apr. 6-p. 17; Apr. 13-p. 23; Apr. 
20-p. 24; Apr. 27-p. 22; May 4-p. 20; May 
ll-p. 20; May 18-p. 17; May 25-p. 17; June 
8-p. 17; June 8-p. 91; June 15-p. 17; June 
22-p. 22; June 29-p. 17. 

Chicago & North Western Railway, taxes: 
Jan. 5-p. 24. 

Chesapeake & Delaware Canal traffic: Mar. 
30-p. 234. 

Coal production: Jan. 26-p. 29. 

Commission statistical data and compila- 


tions: Jan. 12-p. 82; Jan. 19-p. 82; Feb. 
23-p. 102; Mar. 2-p. 92; Mar. 23-p. 86; 
May il-p. 98; June I1-p. 81. 

D 
Delta Line tonnage: June 22-p. 44. 

E 
Export and coastal freight car unloadings: 
Jan. 19-p. 86. 
Export valuations: Feb. 16-p. 92. 

F 
Federal transportation accounts, overpay- 


ments in: Feb. 2-p. 
i n-Trade Zones Board. annual report: 
"eb. 2-p. 43. 


Foreign travel figures: June 22-p. 43. 

Freight forwarder revenues: Feb. 9-p. 90; 
Ma\ 4-p. 88. 

Fuel taxes: June 22-p. 79. 


G 
oma ge inventory, G.S.A. report: Feb. 
-p. 45. 
Great Lakes, tonnage: 19-p. 29; coal 


Jan. 
shipments: June 1-p. 83. 


capeeeins enetee income: Jan. 19-p. 88; May 
-p. 98. 

Intercity passenger travel revenues, all 
modes of transportation: Mar. 2-p. 92. 
Intercity truck tonnage: Jan. 19-p. 90; Feb. 
16-p. 88; Mar. 23-p. 18; Mar. 30-p. 234; Apr. 
20-p. 110; May 4-p. 86; May 18-p. 100; May 
25-p. 58; June 15-p. 89; June 22-p. 78. 
Interstate Commerce Acts Annotated: Feb. 

16-p. 92; May 4-p. 86; June 15-p.: 91. 


M 


Merchants fleet statistics: Feb. 2-pp. 44, 92; 
Feb. 9-p. 38; Mar. 2-p. 94; Mar. 9-p. 83; 
Mar. 23-p. 89; Mar. 30-p. 234; April 27-pp. 
84, 88; May 25-p. 109; June l-p. 82; June 
15-p. 37; June 22-p. 79. 


Motor carrier accidents: Jan. 26-p. 72. 
Motor carrier transport data: June 1-p. 83. 
Motor vehicle registration: June 8-p. 92. 
Motor vehicle taxes: Apr. 20-p. 49. 


New York State Barge Canal, traffic: 
26-p. 23. 


Jan. 


° 
Ohio Turnpike revenues: Jan. 5-p. 37. 
Oil statistics: Jan. 5-p. 25. 
Operating revenues of carriers: Apr. 27-p. 86. 


P 


Canal transit revenues: Feb. 23-p. 
Passenger travel data, Defense Department: 
Mar. 23-p. 37. 


29 


Petroleum statistics: Jan. 26-p. 32; Feb. 16- 





p. 90; Mar. 23-p. 90; May 4-p. 86; June 


8-p. 92. 
Pipeline statistics: Mar. 9-p. 84; Mar. 23-p. 
89; June 8-p. 92. 
Port Tonnage: 
Great Lakes: June 22-p. 79; Houston, Tex.: 
Apr. 6-p. 85; Illinois Waterways: Mar. 30- 
p. 159; Lake Charles, La.: Feb. 23-p. 50; 
New Orleans, La.: Feb. 9-p. 90; San Diego, 
be June 29-p. 92; San Francisco, 
Calif.; Feb. 16-p. 90; Seattle, Wash.; June 
29-p. 90; Virginia State Ports Authority: 
Feb. 9-p. 87. 
Pullman safety: Jan. 19-p. 19. 


Rail carload cost scales: Apr. 20-p. 110. 

Rail dining car revenue: June 29-p. 89. 

Rail employment and compensation: Jan, 
19-p. 88; Feb. 16-p. 90; Mar. 9-p. 29; Mar. 
16-pp. 86, 87; Apr. 20-p. 110; Apr. 27-p. 
86; May 18-pp. 101, 102; June 15-p. 90; 
June 22-p. 79. 

Rail financial data: Jan. 19-p. 90; Mar. 16- 

e a nae 13-p. 88; May ll-p. 99; June 

Rail Freight car unloadings at ports: Feb. 
a = Mar. 16-p. 87; May 18-p. 102; June 

-p. * 

Rail freight cars, supply, ownership, deliv- 
eries, age, leasings: Jan. 5-p. 58; Jan. 19-p. 
88; Jan. 26-pp. 28, 73; Feb. 2-pp. 92, 94; 
Feb. 9-p. 88; Feb. 23-p. 102; Mar. 2-p. 94; 
Mar. 9-p. 83; Mar. 16-p. 87; Mar. 23-p. 89; 
Mar. 30-pp. 162, 234; Apr. 6-p. 85; Apr. 13- 
p. 87; Apr. 20-pp. 109, 110; Apr. 27-p. 84; 
May 4-p. 88; May 11-p. 99; May 18-p. 102; 
May 25-p. 110; June 8-p. 46; June re =p. 78; 
June 29-pp. 42, 90. 

Rail a Claims: Mar. 30-p. 153; Apr. 27- 
Pp. 

Rail freight revenues: Jan. 26-p. 73; Mar. 
23-p. 86; June 1l-p. 81; June 8-p. 91; June 
22-p. 78. 

Rail locomotives installed: Jan. 26-p. 173; 
Mar. 2-p. 94; Mar. 30-p. 234; Apr. 27-p. 44; 
May 4-p. 86; May 25-p. 110; June 29-p. 89. 

Rail materials, supplies: Apr. 13-p. 33. 

Rail net income, Class I railroads: Jan. 5-p. 
24; Feb. 2-p. 94; Feb. 23-p. 32; Mar. 16-p. 
——— 13-p. 47; May 1ll-p. 41; June 8&- 
p. 20. 

Rail passenger deficit: June 1-p. 81. 

Rail passenger revenues: Jan. 12-p. 82; Feb. 
9-p. 90; Mar. 9-p. 84; Apr. 6-p. 85; May 4- 
a 88; ogame 8-p. 92; June 22-p. 78; June 

-p. 

Rail property value: Jan. 12-p. 82. 

Railroad Retirement Board, benefits paid: 
Mar. 9-p. 29; Mar. 30-p. 161. 

Rail statistics, miscellaneous: Mar. 2-p. 92; 


June l1-p. 81. 

Rail i -mile traffic: Jan. 19-p. 89; Mar. 23- 
Pp. 

Rail tonnage analyses: April 27-p. 88. 

Rail waybill statistics: May 4-p. 86. 

Rail working capital: Apr. 27-p. 87. 


Ss 


San Francisco Bay, arrivals: Apr. 20-p. 108; 
May 18-p. 102. 


¥ 
Tennessee River barge traffic: Jan. 12-p. 82. 
Terminal property valuations: Mar. 23-p. 89. 
Transport tax, revenues: Mar. 16-p. 87; col- 
lections: June 1-p. 82. 
Truck trailer production: Feb. 23-p. 30. 


WwW 


Water craft registrations: Mar. 2-p. 94. 

Water carrier revenue and traffic: Feb. 2-p. 
a 6-p. 84; Apr. 27-p. 86; June 22- 
Pp. 7. 

Waterside sites acquired by industry: Apr. 
13-p. 105. 

Waybill statistics: Jan. 12-p. 84; Jan. 19-p. 
82; Feb. 9-p. 91; Feb. 16-p. 92; Mar. 9-p. 84; 
Mar. 16-p. 86; Apr. 13-p. 87; Apr. 27-p. 89. 


NEWS OF TRAFFIC CLUBS-PERSONAL NEWS 


A 


Ahlborn, Edward R. director of passenger 
— New York Central Railroad; June 22- 
p. ’ 

Amarillo (Tex.) Traffic Club, presents a copy 
of ‘Freight Traffic Redbook’ to the Amarillo 
Public Library; Jan. 19-p. 98. 


Bansecher, Albert, general traffic Manager, 
ne Motor Transportation, Inc.; May 
25-p. 113. 

Birch, John W., director of station opera- 
tions, Slick Airways; Feb. 23-p. 106. 


Boggio, Bob, domestic traffic supervisor, 
Lockheed Aircraft Corp.; president, San 
Fernando Valley (Calif.) Transportation 
Club; June 15-p. 100. 

Brown, Marlin C., freight traffic manager, 
Chemstrand Corporation; Mar. 9-p. 90. 
Buffalo (N.Y.) Traffic Club, Officers; June 

8-p. 109. 

Burks, William R., director, traffic depart- 
ment, Chemstrand Corporation, New York; 
June 8-p. 104. 


Burlington (N.C.) Traffic Club, officers; Feb. 
16-p. 102. 
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c 


Callahan, C.T., assistant general freight traf- 
fic manager, Minneapolis & St. Louis Rail- 
way; Feb. 2-p. 104. 

Campbell, John H., vice-president-industrial 
cc Spector-Mid-States; June 22-p. 
122. 

Central Iowa Transportation Club, officers 
and board of directors; Jan. 26-p. 87. 
Central Valley Transportation Club annual 
dinner and installation of officers; Mar. 

16-p. 95. 

Chicago Transportation Club, Officers and 
directors; May 4-p. 110. 

Child, L.J., general traffic manager, Massey- 
Harris-Ferguson Limited; Apr. 20-p. 122. 
Christiansen, James E., general traffic man- 
ager, Marquette Cement Manufacturing 

Co.; Feb. 9-p. 96. 

Clark, Jon M., traveling freight agent, Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad; president, Grand 
—= (Mich.) Transportation Club; Jan. 
5-p. ; 

Claveau, G.J., manager, inland freight, traf- 
fic and customs department, Canadian In- 
dustries, Ltd.; Jan. 19-p. 90. 

Colombo, Mrs. Virginia, office manager, Lyon 
Van & Storage Co.; president, Women’s 
Traffic Club of San Francisco; Mar. 30-p. 
243. 

Columbia (S.C.) Traffic and Transportation 
Club, officers; Jan. 26-p. 87. 


Connell, James C., general manager, Atlas 
Van Lines; May 4-p. 109. 
Connolly, Clifford J., coal traffic manager, 


Delaware & Hudson Railroad Corporation; 
Apr. 20-p. 125. 

Conradi, Carl C., intermountain regional 
manager at Denver, Port of*San Francisco, 
Calif.; June 15-p. 98. 

Cooper, J.G., general traffic manager, Bethle- 
hem Steel Corporation; May 1l-p. 104. 

Corio, John P., traffic manager, Ward Truck- 
ing Corp.; May 18-p. 107. 

Crouch, Fordyce W., vice-president and gen- 
eral counsel, Minneapolis, St., Paul & Sault 
Ste. Marie Railroad Co.; June l-p. 88. 

Cunningham, M.C., general manager and 
—"- director, Alabama State Docks; Mar. 

-p. 96. 


D 


Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., Florida West Coast Chapter No. 87; 
June 29-p. 103. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Inc., Fort Worth (Tex.) 
officers; June 1-p. 103. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., Houston (Tex.) Chapter No. 36, an- 

. nual installation dinner; June 22-p. 129. 
Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., Philadelphia (Pa.) Chapter No. 4; 
June 22-p. 129. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., Tucson (Ariz.) Chapter No. 121, of- 
ficers and directors; June 22-p. 128. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., White Rose (York, Pa.) Chapter No. 
99, officers; May 18-p. 110. 

Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc., Wilmington (Del.) Chapter No. 1, 
meeting on ‘Cabinet’ report; Mar. 23-p. 98. 

Denenholz, Richard S., general traffic man- 
ager, Dole Hawaiian Pineapple Co.; Mar. 
16-p. 88. 

Devlin, Frank C., vice-president, General Ex- 
pressways System, Chicago; June l1-p. 91. 

Donaher, F. L., coal traffic manager, western 
district, Norfolk & Western Railway Co.; 
Jan. 5-p. 62. 

Duluth-Superior Transportation Club, ‘Per- 
fect Shipping Month’ campaign meeting; 
May 11-p. 111. 


Dunn, Dave J., manager, national accounts, 
-——_—a— Freight Lines, Inc.; Jan. 12-p. 

Dwyer, John P., 
Standard, 
Corp., 
106 


Fraternity, 
Chapter No. 60, 


»., traffic manager, Hamilton 
_ division of United .- Aircraft 
Windsor Locks, Conn.; Apr. 13-p. 


Ehinger, C. I., regional sales manager, Michi- 
gan and Toledo, O., area, Truck Transport 
Co.; May 4-p. 100. 

Esposito, A. S., general traffic manager, 

Bison City Cartage Co.; June 29-p. 99. 


F 


Ferguson, John W., vice-president, and head 
of equipment and properties division, 
Spector-Mid-States; June 29-p. 98. 

Fort Wayne (Ind.) Transportation Club, 
past presidents; June l1-p. 102. 


G 


Gabinelle, Frank R., New England manager, 
Clipper Carloading Co.; president, Traffic 
Association of New Haven County (New 
Haven, Conn.); Jan. 26-p. 86. 


Gerling, Clarence H., traffic manager, Lig- 
get & Myers Tobacco Co.; May 18-p. 104. 

Gosline, Richard A., western traffic manager, 
ae Laminated Products, Inc.; Feb. 16- 
p. 94. 

Green, Howard T., vice-president, Riss & Co., 
Inc.; Mar. 9-p. 92. 

Gusky, Edward, director of traffic, Schenley 
Industries, Inc.; June 15-p. 96. 


Harrisburg (Pa.) Traffic Club, officers; June 
l-p. 101. 

Hartney, Francis A., traffic manager, LOs 
Angeles (Calif.) plant, Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Co.; Mar. 23-p. 94. 


Heller, G. G., director of traffic and sales, 


Branch Motor Express Co.; May 4-p. 101. 
Heuermann, G. W., freight traffic manager, 
St. Louis Southwestern Railway Lines; 


Jan. 12-p. 90. 

Hobson, Jesse E., vice-president, United 
Fruit Co.; Jan. 12-p. 92. 

Howe, D. J., coal traffic manager, eastern 
district, Norfolk & Western Railway Co.; 
Jan. 5-p. 62. 

Hudson, W. H., vice-president and general 


manager, St. Louis Southwestern Railway 
Lines; May 18-p. 106. 

Huffman, F. M., director and assistant vice- 
president, traffic. department, Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation; May 11-p. 104. 

Hyland, J. J., manager, export and water 
freight, traffic and customs department, 
Canadian Industries, Ltd.; Jan. 19-p. 90. 


I 
Indianapolis (Ind.) Traffic Club, Inc., offi- 
cers and members of the board of direc- 
tors; Mar. 16-p. 94. 
K 
Kaprive, Frank, manager, traffic department, 


Hagan Chemicals & Controls, Inc.; May 
25-p. 110. 
Karolyi, James, traffic manager, automatic 


transmission division, Livonia plant, Ford 
Motor Co.; president, Motor City Traffic 
Club of Detroit (Mich.); Jan. 19-p. 96. 
Kelleher, Maurice M., vice-president and 
general manager, Chicago, General Ex- 
pressways System: June l1-p. 91. 
Kinnan, B. C., traffic manager and projects 


coordinator, Avco Manufacturing Co.; 
president, Eastern Indiana Transporta- 
tion Club; Feb. 9-p. 102. 

Konefal, Mrs. Adele, assistant traffic man- 
ager, Frank H. Fleer Corp.: nrecifent, 
Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia 
(Pa.); June 8-p. 104; June 22-p. 127. 

L 


Lawrence County (Pa.) Traffic Club, presen- 
tation to John P. Corio; May 11-p. 110. 

Lee, James W., traffic manager, Pratt & 
Whitney Aircraft; Jan. 26-p. 80. 

Lucore, Wayne E., traffic manager, Ringsby 
Truck Lines, Inc., Denver; June 29-p. 98. 


M 


Maloney, John F., general traffic manager, 
Columbia-Geneva Steel, western division 
of U. S. Steel Corporation; June 1-p. 88. 

McBryde, Duncan, vice-president, shipping 
operations, Matson Lines; Feb. 23-p. 106. 

McGloshen, O. V., manager, steel division, 
Geo. F. Alger Co.; Feb. 9-p. 99. 

Melius, Frederic N., Jr., vice-president, 
United States Freight Co.; May 25-p. 114. 

Miller, Joseph L., general traffic manager, 
Birdsboro Steel Foundry & Machine Co.; 
May 18-p. 104. 

Miller, R. Earl, traffic manager, Kansas City 
division, Bendix Aviation Corporation; 
Mar. 16-p. 88. 

Miller, Rex, president, Arizona Alpha 
Chapter No. 73, Delta Nu Alpha Trans- 
portation Fraternity, Inc.; May 25-p. 118. 

Moore, General Aubry Lee, director of inter- 
national operations, Slick Airways; Feb. 
23-p. 106. 

Motor City Traffic Club, officers; Feb. 9- 
p. 100. 

Murray, Luke A., vice-president, secretary. 
Johnson Motor Lines, Inc.; June 29-p. 96. 


N 


Nashville (Tenn.) Traffic and Transporta- 
tion Club, officers and directors; May 11- 
p. 108. 

Nelson, Harry E., Jr., traffic manager 
Doughboy Industries, Inc.; Jan. 26-p. 80. 

Niagara Falls (N.Y.) Traffic Club, Officers 
for 1957; Feb. 16-p. 102. 

Niagara Falls (N. Y.) Traffic Club, presi- 
dents-past and present; June 1-p. 102. 
Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic League, 

officers; Mar. 2-p. 110. 


Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic Club, 


officers; 
Feb. 9-p. 101. 





° 


Oberfeld, E. A., vice-president—sales, Sug@e™®=°" 
mit Fast Freight, Inc.; June 22-p. 124, 9%! 
Olson, Edwin A., general traffic and wa 
housing manager, Libby, McNeil & Lib# 
Apr. 6-p. 90. vals! 
Omaha Traffic Club, thirty-second annyYTut 
dinner; Mar. 2-p. +09. yard, 
Orscheln, Don W., vice-president and gel pe | 
eral manager, Orscheln Bros. Truck Lin@ells, 
Inc.; June 22-p. 124. selo: 


Osborn, Homer, controller and executif club 
committee member, Little Audr'’s Tranbpipp: 
portation Co.; Apr. 6-p. 92. mina 

New 
P jilkin 
Palmer, Richard W., general manager | EXP! 


secretary, Middle Atlantic Transp rtatiq Jun 

Co., Inc., New Britain, Conn.; Ju _<o 

106. ry 
Papen, John F., credit and traffic mu nage 4"? 


Johnson Motors, division of Ov afolfe 
Marine Corporation; Apr. 6-p. 90. cago 
Petersen, Ray A., vice-president, sa) ay June 


traffic, Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc.; r. | 


p. 98. 
Phillips, John D., vice-president, Nev Yq 
Central Transport Co.; Mar. 16-p. 91 
Pierce, B. M., director of traffic, Inte 
Dispatch, Inc.; June 22-p. 122. ' 


Reefer, Chester C., traffic manager, ] 
Corporation; Feb. 2-p. 104. 


I 


Rich, E. W., general traffic manager, hg; " 
ton Trucking Co.; Mar. 16-p. 91. Mo « 
Rodgers, B. Thomas, vice-president #,~° | 
comptroller, Minneapolis & St. Louis r@ATe | 
way Co.; May 1l-p. 106. ran 
Ss 

Sampson, Miss Norma E., president, Wapt4 
en’s Traffic Club of New England; hire: 
18-p. 108. mer is 

Shoemaker, W.L. (Bill), vice-president, HP® ; 
& Co.; Inc.; Mar. 9-p. 92. OSE if 


Southwest Transportation Seminar, secq@‘! * 
annual, in Phoenix, Ariz.; June 8-p. §°" 7 

Stadick, Ray M., general traffic manag’! 
Electric Storage Battery Co.; May 
104. 

Stanhaus, W., president, Spector-Mid-Sta@uc: ti 
Apr. 6-p. 90. 

Sticklen, John W., traffic manager, Bu® 
(Pa.) Works, Armco Steel Corp.; May 
p. 104. 

Stonebarger, Charles W., director of tra 


Delco Products Division, General Mo esto 
Corporation; Jan. 5-p. 62. "egg 
io~}). 
T ading 
Toledo (O.) Transportation Club offic#’* 
May 25-p. 116. 
Traffic Club of Chicago, fiftieth annual 
ner; Mar. 2-p. 109. or | 
Traffic Club of Chicago, Officers; Apr. @arrie 
103. se C 


Traffic Club of Cincinnati, O., officers #6 
outgoing president; Feb. 23-p. 108. Hern 

Traffic Club of Denver, Colo.; “officers 101 
directors; Mar, 30-p. 244. je 

Traffic Club of Galveston-Texas City (Tq? 
officers; Mar. 30-p. 242. binals 

Traffic Club of Houston, Tex., officers; J 
l-p. 93. 

Traffic Club of Kansas City, incoming 
outgoing officers and directors; Feb. 
p. 100. 

Traffic Club of Montreal, twenty-seve 
annual dinner; Apr. 6-p. 103. 
Traffic Club of New York, Inc., 

Mar. 2-p. 110. 

Traffic Club of Oakland, Calif., officers 
directors; Mar. 2-p. 101. 

Traffic Club of Philadelphia, forty-fifth 
nual dinner; Feb. 2-p. 119. : of 

— Club of St. Louis, Inc., officers; J bipm: 
15-p. 99. 

Traffic Club of Syracuse (N.Y.), Officers; 

2-p. 108. 

Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., offick—d 
Apr. 6-p. 102. rs; } 

Traffic Club of Wilmington, Del., twems— 
sixth annual dinner; Mar. 16-p. 94. nm 

Traffic and Transportation Association 


DISCO 


> 
yt 


offic 


Pittsburgh. forty-third annual din ~~ 
Mar. 9-p. 93. ere 


Traffic & Transportation Club of St. L 
(Mo.), Inc., officers; June 22-p. 126. ’ 
Transportation Club of Atlanta (Ga.), F°S— 
ficers and directors; Feb. 2-p. 119. Pr is 
Transportation Club of Kansas City, of s— 
and directors; Jan. 26-p. 86. 


Transportation Club of Peoria, officers; wll 
2-p. 111. our 


Transportation Club of South Bend (I 
annual dinner; Apr. 13-p. 110. 

Tryland, J. P., traffic manager, 
Alger Co.; Feb. 9-p. 99. 

Tyrie, Robert M., traffic manager, rates ft t 


services, Union Barge Line Corporat#p. | 
Feb. 9-p. 98. 








Geof ages 


ue § 
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Vv 
eprnon, Cecil, executive vice-president, Spec- 
ow tor- Mid-States; Apr. 6-p. 90 
l wa 
Libd w 
alsh. G. F., traffic manager, Page-Hersey 
ann {Tub s, Ltd.; June 29-p. 96. 
ard, R. J., ‘freight trafic manager, Santa 
id gel Fe I ilway, Los Angeles; Apr. 13-p. 106. 
x Lin@fells, .onnie F., traffic and insurance coun- 
selo: president, Phoenix (Ariz.) Traffic 
xecutil Club, Feb. 2-p. 109. 
Trawmnippi:, S. L., Jr., president, Wiggin Ter- 
minals, Inc.; president, Traffic Club of 
New !ingland; Jan. 12-p. 95. 
jilkin. M. Cullin, vice-president, General 
Expr sSsways System, North Bergen, N.J.; 
— June 1-p. 91 
tati@isem n, B. J., vice-president, traffic and 
sales Powell Bros. Truck Lines, Inc.; May 
ac, 47P- 101. 
; soayolfe, J. E., vice-president, personnel, Chi- 


cage 
ales aq June 


» | 
I 


Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co.; 
29-p. 100. 


ew Yq 


nte 


A 
ja Results in Converting ‘Unavailable’ 
r, J ht to Actual Revenue Traffic on the 
; ington (by Floyd C. Day): Mar. 9- 
er, ig. & . 
( 
ent Mo orola, Packing, Handling and Shipping 
suis 24 Are (ncluded in the Quality Control Pro- 
‘ ran. (by G.J. Werner): Mar. 30-p. 87. 
D 
1t, wapta -rocessing, Other Modern Office Ma- 
nd: ‘S@ehires Ease Workloads of Traffic Depart- 
; merts, Carriers: Mar. 30-p. 103. 
ient pa chers, Communications Systems Make 
* “Hoss ble Speedy Coordination of Long-Dis- 
r, secqptat--e Moving Operations (by Aero May- 
8-p over Transit Co., Inc., representative): 
‘P. Bun> 8-p. 99. 
mana 
May E 
fid-Stafjuc: tion in Transportation and Traffic 
faiagement (by W.J. Knorst): Mar. 30- 
er, Bub. °1 
; May 
of tri . 
al Mo@mestone Quarries Provide Unusual Ware- 
house Ds aes (by E. L. Schroeder): June 
2-p. 5. 
nding Flat Glass for Rail Movement (by 
» offic k.M. Boyd): Mar. 30-p. 39. 
nnual M 
or Factor in 1956 Increase of Motor 
Apr. @arriers Loss-Damage Bill Is Rise in Short- 
ge Claims (by J.M. Miller): Mar. 30-p. 
fficers 6 
108. 


L dern data-processing equipment: Feb. 2- 
fficers . 101. 


‘ity (Tepern Yards Speed Freight Through Ter- 
= hinals: June 22-p. 94. 
icers; J 
N 

oming isco Mechanizes Handling Operations (by 
3; Feb. 8A. Hart): Mar. 30-p. 79. 
nty-seve 
c., Offic 
officers 
ty-fifth B 

és s of lading-two bills of lading for one 
ficers; JBinment; Apr. 27-p. 8. 
»fficers; c 
C., offi duty of carrier—to furnish suitable 


rs; May 4-p. 12. 


el., twellms—between forwarders and carriers; 


p. 94. n. 19-p. 10. 

~~ ms—filing claim with delivering carrier 
ua DF notice to preceding carrier but not where 
of St. Lt ere are separate movements; Jan. 26-p. 
p» 2. ms—filing with initial or delivering car- 
a (Ga.), . 

"119. br is notice to all carriers; May 4-p. 8. 
City, of s—for special damages; Feb. 2-p. 11. 

_ gD. shipments—liability of initia! carrier 
officers; here delivering carrier fails to remit 
10ount of c.o.d.; June 15-p, 12. 

Bend (I 

; D 

er, GeOSages—liability of carrier—where declared 
lue showrf in bill of lading but not sub- 

er, rates ft to declared or released value; June 


Corporat#p. 11. 


Women’s Traffic Club of Harrisburg, Pa.; 
officers; Apr. 20-p. 126. 

Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia (Pa.), 
Mrs, Adele Konefai, president; June 22-p. 
127. 

Women’s Traffic Club of San Francisco 
(Calif.), officers; June 8-p. 108. 

Women's Traffic Club of Winston-Salem, 
seventh annual dinner; Feb. 9-p. 101. 


Women’s Transportation Club of Terre 
Haute, Ind., officers; Apr. 13-p. 110. 
Wood, Earl, vice-president, General Ex- 


pressways System, Cleveland; June 1-p. 91. 


Worcester (Mass.) Traffic Association, of- 
ficers; Feb. 2-p. 109. 
Worcester (Mass.) Traffic Association, of- 


ficers and past presidents; May 25-p. 115. 


Wyman, H. D. (Herb), vice-president-general 
manager, Miller Transportation, Inc.; May 
25-p. 112. 


Z 


Zeyen, Joseph N., general traffic manager, 
Simmons Co., Kenosha, Wis.; May 4-p. 98. 


91 SPECIAL FEATURE SECTION 


°o 


Operational Phasing of the Military Traffic 
Management Agency (by Maj. Gen. E.C.R. 
Lasher): June 1-p. 86. 


s 


Selling ‘Perfect Shipping’ Idea Takes Time; 
Need and Incentive for Annual Campaign 
Evident (by R.C. Avery): Mar. 30-p. 33. 

Service for 


Shippers in Mind (by Stan 
Hamilton): June 22-p. 118. 
Several Things Can Be Done to Reduce 


Damage to Rail Shipments in Transit (by 
L.E. Galaspie) : Mar. 30-p. 165. 
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Teamwork Points Way to Treasures Along 
‘Perfect Shipping Route’ (by C.A. Naff- 
ziger): Mar. 30-p. 124. 

The Navy’s Loss and Damage Prevention 
—— (by L.B. McDonald): Mar. 30- 
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The Power of the Right Service Attitude (by 
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Traffic Consultants Make Possible ‘Inte- 
grated’ Traffic Management for Army 
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C. Day): Jan. 26-p. 76. 
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20-p. 115. 
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Site Selection (by E.A. Ovens): Mar. 30- 
p. 135. 
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son, Jr.): Mar. 30-p. 75. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
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Freight charges—correction of freight bills 
by shipper; Feb. 16-p. 8. 

Freight charges—guarantee bond in lieu of; 
May 25-p. 12. 

Freight charges—liability of consignor under 


section 7 of the bill of lading; June 22-p. 
16. 
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Liability of carrier—act of God—wind and 
sandstorm; Apr. 13-p. 6. 

Liability of carrier—effect of shipper’s load 
te — notation on bill of lading; May 
i8- 

Liability of carrier—for infestation of grain 
held in cars constructively placed during 
+ ene of consignee’s employes; Feb. 23-p. 
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Liability of carrier—for shipments by ship- 
pers’ associations; Feb. 9-p. 10; Apr. 6-p. 8. 
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crates; Feb. 23-p. 8; May ll-p. 14. 
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.) 


Overcharges—interest on; 
22-p. 8. 

Overcharges—joint and several—liability of 
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6. 


May 
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shipments 
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Tariff interpretation—application of section 
7 of rule 35 of Consolidated Freight Classi- 
fication; Mar. 30-p. 8. 

Tariff interpretation—articles embraced in 
— commodity description; June 8-p. 
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